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ABSTRACT 



Information from the administration of the Basic 



Skills Assessment Program (BSAP) within the Charleston County (South 
Carolina) School District is presented. Tests are administered in the 
spring of each school year to students in grades 1, 2, 3, 6, and 8 as 
part of the BSAP. These tests have been administered statewide since 
1981. BSAP tests were designed to assess student achievement in 
reading, mathematics, and writing. Reading and mathematics tests were 
administered in grades 1, 2, 3, 6, and 8; writing tests were 
administered in grades 6 and 8. Data are provided for 17,075 students 
administered the BSAP during the week of April 21 through May 1, 
1987. Analyses presented in this report include: (1) district-wide 
results including the percentages of students meeting standards and 
median scale scores; (2) comparisons of district results with state 
results; (3) breakdowns of district test results by demographic 
characteristics of the students (including ethnicity, gender, and 
income); (4) historical results for the district and each school; and 
(5) percentages of district students mastering each BSAP objective 
and comparisons of district students answering each item correctly to 
students statewide answering each item correctly. Notably, second and 
third graders proved strong in reading and mathematics, while sixth 
and eighth graders performed relatively poorly in mathematics and 
eighth-grade students performed relatively poorly in writing » Fifteen 
tables and 10 figures are included, and eight appendices provide 
extex.3ive tabulated data. (TJH) 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 



T h^ Annual Report of Results from the Basic Skills Assessment Program, 
SprihK, 1987, presents test information from the administration of the BSAP 
tests to stud ents in Charleston County public schools. Analyses presented m 
this report include the following: 

Presentations of districtwide results including the percentages of 
students meeting standards and median scale scores. 

Comparisons of district results with state results. 

Breakdowns of district test results by demographic characteristics 
of the students: -ethnicity; gender; income (defined by 
free/reduced lunch program participation). 

" Historical results for th?, district. 

" Historical results for each school. 

Percentages of CCSD students mastering each BSAP objective, and 
comparisons of CCSD students answering each item correctly to SC 
students answering each item correctly. 

Background 

Tests are administered in the spring of each school year to students in 
grades 1, 2, 3, 6, and 8 as part of the Basic Skills Assessment Program 
fBSAP^ These tests have been administered statewide since 1981. BSAP tests 
were designed to assess the extent to which students have attained statewide 
objectives in Reading, Mathematics, and Writing. Reading and Mathematics 
tests are administered at grades 1, 2, 3, 6, and 8, while Writing tests are 
administered at grades 6 and 8. 

n-istrictwide Results 



Percentages 


of students 


meeting state 


standards 


on the 1987 


BSAP tests 


are as follows: 












Subtest 


Grade 1 


Grade 2 


Grade 3 


Grade 6 


Grade 8 


Reading 


82.2 


87.5 


93.6 


83.8 


78.7 


Mathematics 


8^.2 


89.2 


87.6 


74. 5 


69.6 


Writing 








77. A 


73.1 











Areas of relative . tren^th (in which more than 85% of /^^^ 
standards) were second and third grade reading and second and t^ird grade 
mathematics. Areas of relative weakness (m which less than 75% of the 
students met standards) were sixth and eighth grade mathematics and eighth 



grade writing. 
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A higher percentage of Charleston County students scored above standard 
compared to their SC peers in 75% of the grade J^^J^l-^^^j^ 
combinations. A greater percentage of Charleston County students meu Reading 
and Mathemaiics standards at grades 2. 3, 6. and 8. Greater overall 
differences were found for Reading than for" Mathematics. At grade 1 where 
students performed below their SC peers, differences were greater for Reading 
(-2.1%) than for Math (-.8%). The only other area in which CCSD students 
showed a relative weakness compared to students statewide was eighth grade 
Writing where the difference between CCSD and SC students was -2.1%. 

Compared to 1986 test results, 1987 performance levels in Reading and 
Mathematics represent an improvement. In contrast, 1987 Writing scores 
reflect a slight decline from last year. All grades showed significant 
improvements since BSAP testing began in 1981 for Reading and Mathematics and • 
in 1983 for Writing. The greatest gains in Reading and Mathematics since 
1981 have been at grades 6 and 8. In addition, Charleston County has shown 
greater increases in both subjects than has South Carolina. Improvements m 
Writing since 1983 have been comparatively less than those found for Reading 
and Mathematics over the same four-year period. Compared to progress 
statewide, CCSD sixth graders made slightly better four-year gams m Writing 
than SC students, while at grade 8, SC students made better progress than 
Charleston County students. 

Performance by Demographic Subgroups 

Gender. A greater proportion of females compared to. males scored above 
the ^titi" standard on all subtests for all grade levels except grade i 
Mathematics where performance was approximately the same, improvements over 
1986 scores were demonstrated by males and females for all grade levels and 
subtests except for grade 1 males and females in Mathematics and grade 8 
females in Reading. Both gender subgroups performed better than their South 
Carolina counterparts in all areas except for grade 6 females m Writing and 
grade 8 males and females in Writing. 

Ethnicity. A higher proportion of white students compared to black 
students scored above the state standard in 1987 in Reading, Mathematics, and 
Writing at all grade levels tested. More than 80% of the white students 
scored above the state standard in all subject areas and for all grade levels 
tested. More than 80% of the black students scored above the Reading and 
Mathematics state standard in grades 2 and 3 only. Percentages of etnnic 
subgroups scoring above the state standard on Reading ana Mathematics 
subtests were greater in 1987 than in 1986 with the exceptions of black first 
graders in Mathematics and white eighth graders in Reading. With one 
exception, greater percentages of CCSD white, and black students met standards 
compared to students statewide. The one exception was for first grade black 
pupils in Reading. 

I ncome . A higher proportion of students not being served by the free 
lunch1^^r.im met state standards than students served by the free lunch 
program for all areas and grade levels tested. More than 90% of the f^dents 
at grades 1, 2, and 3 not participating in the lunch progr^ scored above the 
state standards in Reading and Mathematics compared to 75% of the students 
on free lunch. Among sixth and eighth graders, more than 79% of the students 
not participating in the lunch program scored above the state standard on 
Reading, Mathematics, and Writing subtests, compared to 55% or the students 
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on free lunch. Students in both subgroup canegoriss made improvements in 
Reading and Mathematics with the exception of grade 1 Mathematics scores for 
students not participating in the lunch program. A decline in Writing scores 
resulted in -.mailer percentages of students in both categories meeting 
Writing standards. Greater percentages of CCSD pupils than SC pupils in both 
lujich groups scored above state standards for all subtests and grade level 
conbinations with the exceptions of grade 1 Reading and grada 8 Writing for 
both lunch groups, and grade 1 Mathematics for students not participating in 
the lunch program. 



ERIC 



11 

3 



PURPOSE OF REPORT 



1. 



2. 



3. 



ThP Annual Reoort of flip Basic Skills Assessment Program, Spring, 1987, 
preset: ^ results frol the administration oi Lhe BSAP^to student \n the 
Charleston County Public Schools. All students in grades 1, 2, 3, 6. and 8 
S^e tested aT part of the South Carolina Basic Skills Assessment Program. 
?Je pr^^r rea'son for administeving BSAP tests is assess how well 
stud^trp^rform on identified statewide objectives in reading, mathematics, 
and writing. 

This report responds to three primary questions: 

How are Charleston County public school pupils perforrain^ with respect 
to state achievement standards? 

How does the achievement of Charleston County public school pupils 
compare to the achiever*nt of other pupils in South Carolina? 

How does achievement for Spring, 1987 r-mpare to previous years? 

Test data are presented for all students districtwidc, as well as for 
students within demographic subgroups. Demographic variables include gender, 
ettaiSity and income level (defined by lunch program participation). 

This report also presents an analysis of students' ^"P°"^f .^^"Jtoups 
of items comoris^ng objectives as well as to individual test items. By 
cLarTn« thf per'centage of Charleston County pupils responding correctly in 
S sSl area' to percentages of students in the state responding correctly, 
areas of relative strength and weakness can be identx:^ed. 

There are eight appendices to this report. Appendix A contains 
frequScy distributions for each grade level and subject area tested. 
SeSx B reports t percentages of students at individual schools meeting 
bIa? st^daJds for the years 1981-1987. Appendix C lists mobixity indices. 
S^^ent^es of students on free lunch, and percentages of handicapped 
SntsTor individual schools. Appendix D reports ^^^^ ^^f ^Is 
scores and Spring 1987 BSAP scores for first graders enrolled in CCSD schools 
during The 1986-87 school year and present for both testing sessions. In 
Ipptndix E. District Demographic Reports giving the percentages of students 
in various demographic categories meeting standards are reprinted. Dif^i^^^ 
S^mlary Report.' reporting percentages of CCSD students meeting standards and 
nSng improv^ent on each objective, are reprinted in Appendix F. while 
JppeSix G provides the percentages of students needing improvement on each 
obiective for individual schools. Item Response Summaries, giving a 
de'scriplion of each BSAP test item and the percentages of CCSD and SO 
students answering correctly, ara reprinted m Appendix H. 
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STUDENTS AND GRADE LEVELS TESTED 



All str dents in the regular instructional program in grades 1, -» 
and S are tested each spring as part of the South Carolina Basic Skills 
Assessment Program. Students in all of these grades have been tested 
statewide since 1981; hence test results are available for the past seven 
y sars . 

Handicapped students in grades 1, 2, and 3 were tested if their 
Individual Educational Plans indicated that testing was appropriate. All 
sixth and eighth grade students were tested to ensure practice for the Exit 
Exam. Scores of handicapped students are included in the analyses Presented 
in this report as well as the analyses of state test data. Special education 
students were tested according to their nominal grade placement. Large-print 
editions of the BSAP were available for visually-handicapped students in all 
Rrades. Brailled and modified test versions were available for blind, 
hearing handicapped and orthopedically handicapped students m grades 6 and 
8, as appropriate. Flexibility in test scheduling and setting was permitted 
for learning disabled pupils and other handicapped pupils, : : needed. 

The South Carolina Exit Exam and readiness test are considered part of 
BSAP. Results from these two programs, however, are reported separately. 

All students were administered the BSAP during the week of April 27 - 
May 1. 

The number of . pupils enrolled, and the number and percent of students 
tested are provided below. 



Number of 

Pupils Number Percent 

Grade Enrolled Tested Tested 



1 


4488 


4360 


97.1 


2 


3745 


3593 


95.9 


3 


3451 


3291 


95.4 


6 


2984 


2928 


98.1 


8 


3083 


2903 


94.2 

/ 
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DESCRIPTION OF THE BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM TESTS 



The Basic Skills Assessment Program (BSAP) tests are group-aininistered. 
criterion-referenced achieveinent tests. Criterion-referenced tests (CRTs) 
focS ion speSfic and precisely defined learning objectives. CRTs are 
de^fgned'to assess students' "attaini^f of ^^--^^^^^^^^'^X^^ 
to reference performance to a defined set of objectives. CRT scores are 
directly^ingful in terms of the degree of learning which the examinee 
possesses* 

The BSAP tests were designed to assess the extent to f ^^^^f ^^^^^^Jf^;^ 
attained statewide objectives in reading mathematics -^/f^J^. Reading 
tests are administered to children in grades 1, 2, 3, 6, and 8 and consist or 
3r^ltiple^ice items. Mathematics tests are administered to "Hildren m 
gra^ if 2. 3: 6 and 8 and consist of 30 multiple-choice items. Writing 
!^Ss. writtei in response to a single prompt, arc obtained in grades 6 and 
8. BSAP tests are not timed. 



BSAP Legislation 

In 1978 the South Carolina Legislature established the Basic Skills 
Assessment Program. Part of the BSAP legislation provided for: (1) 
Station 'of basic skills objectives; (2) development of criterion- 
referenced tests in reading and mathematics for grades 1.2. 3, 6. and 8. u; 
development of criterion-referenced writing tests for f^^^^^^^.^^^J '^^'^B^^ 
setting of minimum standards of achievement for grades tested on the BSAf 



tests. 



Basic Skills Objectives 

Sixteen statewide basic skills objectives were identified through a 
process thTt involved South Carolina educators and members of the g^^^^^^ 
oublic. Each objective is repeated at each grade level, but at a ditterent 
leJei of compl^ity. Brief descriptors of the objectives are presented 



below: 

Reading 



BPcoding and Word Meaning (DW) : The student can use word 
recognition skills and can determine the meanings of words. 

Details (DE) : The student can accurately comprehend the details in 
a reading selection. 

Hain Idea (MI) ; The student can determine the main idea of a 
reading selection. 

pofprcnce Usage (RE) : The student can locate and utilize desired 
information in reference sources. 
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Inference (IN) ; The student can make V4.1id inferences about a 
reading selection. 

Analysis of Literature (AL) ; The sttident can critically analyze a 
reading selection. 

Mathematics 

Concepts (CN) ; The student can apply numerical concepts. 

Operations (OP) ; The student can compute accurately. 

Measurement (ME) ; The student can apply measurement concepts. 

Geometry (GE) ; The student can apply geometric concepts. 

Problem Solving (PS) ; The student can solve problems involving the 
use of mathematics. 

Writing 

Handwriting (HN) ; The student can write legibly. 

Mechanics (MC) ; The student can spell, capitalize, and punctuate 
correctly. 

Word Usage (WU) ; The student can use words appropriately. 

Sentence Formation (SF) ; The student can compose sentences. 

Composition (CP) ; The student can communicate ideas in writing. 

Objectives are further defined at the subskill level. Subskills tested 
during a given year vary according to grade level and test form. 

Achievement Standards 

Minimum standards of achievement were set for writing prior to the 
Spring, 1981 administration of the BSAP test. Results for writing are given 
in raw score units. A score of 3 or above indicates adequate performance; 
whereas, a score below 3 indicates inadequate performance. These standards 
apply to all forms of the writing test. 

Standards for reading and mathematics were established following the 
Spring, 1981 administration of the BSAP test. Results for reading and 
mathematics are reported in scale score units. Scale score units permit 
comparison between different forms of the test within a particular grade 
level. The minimum standard for reading and mathematics ib' 700 at all grades 
tested. 
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UTILIZATION OF BSAP TEST RESULTS 



BSA? test results are utilized by a variety of audiences for various 
purposes. These include: 

1 Providing the Superintendent and the School Board of Trustees with 
S aisisLent of the levels of achievement in the academic content 
areas of reading, mathematics, and writing. 

2. Providing principals with an assessment of their school's 
achievement in these- content areas , which can assist them m the 
identlnStion of relative strengths and weaknesses for further 
study. 

3 ProvMins teachers with an assessment of individual pupil's 
SivSLt to aid in the improvement of instruction through 
further diagnosis and/or counseling with students and parents. 

4. Providing parents and students with information on students' 
acadeiflic achievement. 

5 Providing the Department of Curriculum with appropriate information 
Ibout d?strictwide strengths and weaker areas so they can assist 
teachers and principals in improving their instructional programs. 

6 Aiding, in the identification of students for special programs, such 
* as Chapter I and EIA Compensatory/Remedial programs. 

7 Aiding in the evaluation of externally-funded programs, such as 
Chapter I and EIA Compensatory/Remedial programs. 
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CAUTIONS IN THE INTERPRETATION AND USE OF BSAP TEST DATA 
(Reprinted ^ a iTco^U Gnida to BSAP Score Reports. SDE, 1987.) 

Criterion-Referenced v s. Norm-Referenced Tests 

An understanding of the BSAP test results may be facilitated through a 
genera? ^derstanding of the difference between criterion-referenced and 
norm-referenced tests. 

■SS^differences between norm-referenced and -fl^lZ"li^"^!^P^ tl 
several cautions are presented in the ensuing discussion with respect 
making comparisons and interpretations based on the BSAP data. 

BStf Tests a- Measures of tha BSAP Objectives 

The BSAP tests were developad based upon the BSAP objectives and, 

stuLt performance to the preset state standard, but they caimot be usea to 
compare 'studeTt performance to some national level of Perfox^ce. The 
inSed purpose of the BSAP tests, as stipulated in the legislation, is to 
assSt in the improvement of instruction by identifying student deficiencies. 

BSAP Tests as On-Grade Lev el Tests 

The BSAP leeislation requires the tests to be on-grade level and to be 
adminSterefto all students It the specified grade levels -i^h the exceptoon 
of those handicapped students excluded from testing by their Individual 
?ducition nans (lEP's). Consequently, caution must be exercised wnen 
?niSSing test data for students whose instructional levels are below the 
irad^^level of the test they took. Since the match between the ability of 
?S Stud^t a^d the test difficulty is not optimal /^^^^^^^^^^^^^ 
ttrade level, the test results are not likely to provxde as accurate a 
des^iption of such a student's performance as for a student whose ability 
is more closely aligned with the test difficulty. 

Comparisons Across BSAP Tests 

Another caution relates to the legitimacy of ^^^i^S /°'°Pt5,i^°"%t"°^J 
basic skill areas and grade levels with the BSAP tests. Since the difficulty 
o?the tests S vary from the mathematics to reading to writing and from 
grade to grade^complrisons should not be made across different grades or 
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across different basic skill tests for a given grade. For example, a scale 
score of 680 on the Grade 8 BSAP Mathematics Test is not comparable to a 680 
on the Grade 8 BSAP Reading Test. Since the tests are also not equated 
across grades, the scale scores are only comparable from one year to the next 
for the saafe basic skill area at the same grade level. Consequently, 
apparent decreases in the percentages of students meeting the standards 
across grades may be misleading. For example, if a student receives a scale 
score of 710 on the Grade 2 BSAP Reading Test, and the next year receives a 
score of 710 on the Grade 3 BSAP Reading Test, the assumption should not be 
made that the two scores have the same meaning. 

Socioeconomic and Other Background Per formance Factors 

A frequent misuse of test data is the tendency to equate Uigh test 
scores with educational quality. Users of the data should remember that test 
data constitute a single type of information that should be used in 
conjunction with other relevant information to evaluate educational quality. 
For example, entry characteristics of students such as socioeconomic 
background and the educational level of parents are factors which are 
strongly related to test performance. Comparisons of scores among schools 
and/ or districts should not be made unless differences in the characteristics 
of students are accounted for in these comparisons. 

Comparisons Among Student Subgroups 

Caution should be exercised in the interpretation of differences in the 
"performance of various subgroups (e.g., male versus female) within the total 
population at any grade. While data for various subgeoups can provide 
information as to which of the subgroups as a whole may be most in nesd ot 
additional instruction, the data cannot and should not be used as a basis for 
making cause and effect statements about the instruction offered to different 
groups. 

Interpretation of Results for Each Objective 

A final caution relates to interpretation of performance by objective on 
the BSAP tests. A small number of items is used to test each BSAP objective. 
Since these items reflect only a sample of the skills encompassed by .each 
objective, the percentage of students needing improvement should be 
considered as approximate. For a particular year, differences in achievement 
across objectives measured by the BSAP Reading and Mathematics Tests can 
vary. These differences may be partially explained by the fact that the 
skills reflected in some objectives may be inherently more difficult and 
receive more instructional emphasis than those included in other objectives. 
Thus, comparing performance across objectives for a given grade (for example, 
comparing 6th grade performance across the six reading objectives) provides 
only an estimation of relative strengths and weaknesses. Additionally, 
caution must be taken when comparing objectives across years for a particular 
grade because test items and student populations taking the test change from 
year to year. 
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Interpretation of It Am Response Data 

The percentages of students responding correctly t6 each test item on 
♦•ho SIp Rea^inR and Mathematics Tests are included in Item Response 
fZn^fiZ ^ira' are a number of points that should be kept in mind when 
Sing datairom these summaries. The items on any one test represent a 
™l! of Se skills encompassed by each objective and a particular skill may 
brJisure? by on^^^^ test itL Since the BSAP objectives encompass a 
rir ^f skill difficulty, the performance of students on one item may not 
orovtde an acLrate Pic^ of skill performance. Thus, the item response 
S sLSd be viewed^^^^^ very tentative approximations of skill performance; 
Sd drSatic chlges in instructional focus should not be made based on these 
data in absence of other information. 
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COUNTY RESULTS 



Performance of Charleston County Pupi ls in 1987' 

Table 1 reports the percentages of Charleston County School District 
vCCSD) students at each grade level tested meeting BSAP standards in reading, 
mathematics, and writing for 1987 as well as the median scale scores for each 
subtest and grade level combination. The median is determined by ordering 
teat scores from low to high and locating the score in the middle of the 
score distribution. The median is therefore the mid-point of the 
distribution of the set of scores. Half the scores lie below and half the 
scores lie above the median. 

In READING percentages of CCSD students meeting standai:ds were 82.2 at 
grade 1, 87.5 at grade 2, 93.6 at grade 3, 83.8 at grade 6, and 78.7 at grade 
8. The median scale scores for the^e grades were 805, 806, 799, 772, and 
761, respectively. A direct comparison of these median scale scores across 
grade levels cannot be made. 

In MATHEMATICS percentages of CCSD students meeting the state standards 
were 84.2 at grade 1, 89.2 at grade 2, 87.6 at grade 3, 74.5 at grade 6, and 
69.6 at grade 8. The median scale scores for these grade levels were 778, 
804, 796, 742, and 736, respectively. 

In WRITING 77.4% of the sixth graders and 73.1% of the eighth graders in 
the county met the state standard. The median score for each grade level was 
3.0. 

A greater percentage of students at grades 1 and 2 met the mathematics 
standards than the reading standards, while a greater percentage of students 
at grades 3, 6, and 8 met reading standards. However, conclusions about the 
ef fpctiveness of instruction in these content areas must be tempered by an 
understanding that the two tests are not comparable in terms of difficulty. 
Hence it would be inappropriate to state that mathematics instruction was 
more effective than reading instruction in grade 1. 

Appendix A contains frequency distributions for each grade level and 
subject area tested. These distributions present the number and percentage 
of CCSD students obtaining each BSAP scale score on the 1987 tests. 
Cumulative frequencies and cumulative percentages are included as well. The 
tables found in Appendix A can be used to identify the percentage of CCSD 
students obtaining a perfect score on the BSAP tests. These percentages are 
as follows: 
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Grade 


ReadinR 


Mathematics 


Writing 


1 


18.9 


19.0 




2 


15.0 


21.4 




3 


8.6 


11.2 




6 


3.4 


1.5 


15.9 


3 


5.6 


0.3 


18.1 
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Table 1 

Basic Skills Assessment Program, Spring 1987 
Charleston County 
Percent Meeting Standard and Median Scale Score 

Subtest Grade 1 Grade 2 Grade 3 Grade 5 Grad e 8 

READING 

% above standard 82.2 87.5 93.6 83.8 78.7 

Median 805 806 799 772 761 

MATHEMATICS 

% above standard 84.2 89.2 87.6 74.5 69.6 

Median 778 804 796 742 736 



WRITING 

% above standard 77.4 73.1 

Median 



3.0 3.0 
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Comparisons With tha State Results 



Comparisons of GCSD students' performance on the BSAP with the 
perforwance of other students in South Carolina can be made by comparing the 
percentages of students scoring above standard and by comparing the median 
scale scores. Table 2 reports the percentages of CCSD and SC students 
scoring above standard on. each BSAP subtest, as well as median scale scores 
for all grade level, and subject area combinations. Figures 1-5 illustrate 
differences in the percentages of CCSD and SC students meeting standards on 
each- BSAP subtest. 

At grade 1 a greater percentage of South Carolina students than CCSD 
students met standards in Reading and Mathematics,. The percentages of 
Charleston County pupils meeting standards at grades 2, 3, and 6 were higher 
than the percentages of South Carolina pupils meeting standards for all 
subject areas. A greater percertage cf CCSD eighth grade students met 
standards in Reading and hathematics compared to students statewide; however, 
a slightly lower percentage of CCSD eighth graders met the Writing standards 
than their South Carolina peers. 

Median scale scores for CCSD pupils in grade 1 were lower than for SC 
pupils. CCSD njadian scale scores for grade 2 in both Reading and Mathematics 
were lower than the SC scale scores even though a larger percentage of CCSD 
students met standards in grade 2 than South Carolina students. This 
indicates that more CCSD second grade students met standards, but their scale 
scores were not as high as sttidents statewide. In grades 3, 6, and 8, CCSD 
students obtained higher scale scores than South Carolina students in Reading 
and Mathematics. The median raw scores for writing were the same for 
Charleston County pupils and South Carolina pupils in grades 6 and 8. 



Historical Trends 

Table 3 reports the percentages of students meeting BSAP standards for 
the years 1981-1987 for Reading and Mathematics and for the years 1983-1987 
for Writing. As illustrated in Table 3 and Figures 6-10, the percentages of 
students meeting standards in Reading and Mathematics >iave steadily increased 
from 1981 through 1987 for all grade levels and subject avea combinations. 
In Reading, six-year differences in percentages neeting standards for grades 
1, 2, 3, 6 and 8 were +7, +20, +22, +29, and +31, respectively. In 
Mathematics, six-year differences in percentages meeting standards for the 
same grades were +13, +14, +22, +29, and +34, respectively. The greatest 
chanisies over the six year period were found at grades 6 and 8. 

Although the percentages of students meeting the Writing standards are 
higher in 1987 compared to 1983, there have been fluctuations in the pattern 
of change. Scores increased for sixth graders from 1983 to 1986, followed by 
a slight downward trend in 1987. Eighth grade scores increased during the 
first three years of the program, decreased slightly in 1986, and continued 
to decrease in 1987. 
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Table 2 

Basic Skills Assessment Program, Spring 1987 
Charleston County and South Carolina , 
Percent Heeding Standard and Median Scale Score 



Subtest 



HraHft 1 Grade 2 Grade 3 Grade 6 Grade 8 



REABIMG 

% above standard CCSD 
Median 

% above standard SC 



MATHEMATICS 

Z above standard CCSD 
Median 

% above standard SC 
Median 



82.2 


87.5 


93.6 


83.8 


78.7 


805 


806 


799 


772 


761 


84.3 


85.2 


87.2 


79.1 


71.5 


823 


807 


791 


765 


749 


84.2 


89.2 


87.6 


74.5 


69.6 


778 


804 


796 


742 


736 


85.0 


87.3 


83.1 


71.7 


69.0 


738 


809 


788 


749 


741 



WRITING 

% above standard CCSD 
Median 

% above standard SC 
Median 



77.4 
3.0 

76.8 
3.0 



73.1 
3.0 

75.2 
3.0 
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Figures 1-5 

SC Basic Skills Assessment Program 
Percentage of Charleston County and South Carolina Pupils 
Scoring Above Standard, 1987 




SOUTH CAR'^^INA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 
Percentages of students Meeting Standards, 1981 - 1987 
in Charleston County and South Carolina 



SUBJECT YEAR 



GRADE 1 GRADE 2 GRADE 3 GR'^E 6 GRADE 8 



READING 



MATH 



1987 


CCSD 


82 




SC 


8A 


1986 


CCSD 


80 




SC 


82 


1985 


CCSD 


80 




SC 


82 


1984 


CCSD 


80 




SC 


80 


1983 


CCSD 


76 




SC 


75 


1982 


CCSD 


77 




SC 


72 


1981 


CCSD 


75 




SC 


70 



1987 


CCSD 


8A 




SC 


85 


1986 


CCSD 


8A 




SC 


8A 


1985 


CCSD 


83 




SC 


8A 


198A 


CCSD 


81 




SC 


81 


1983 


CCSD 


7A 




SC 


76 


1982 


CCSD 


71 




SC 


68 


1981 


CCSD 


71 




SC 


68 



88 


9A 


84 


79 


85 


87 


79 




8^ 


91 


79 


73 


81 


87 


7Z 


71 
/ 1 


83 


90 


73 


71 


79 


84 


67 


OA 


80 


84 


72 


59 


76 


77 


65 


60 


74 


83 


oA 


0/ 


70 


76 


01 




75 


72 


62 


52 


69 


69 


62 


52 


68 


72 


55 


48 


62 


67 


55 


51 


89 


38 


75 


70 


87 


83 


72 


69 



87 
86 

86 
86 

85 
82 

76 
76 

67 
64 

75 
69 



84 
8U 

84 
79 

84 
79 

77 

74 

68 
68 

66 
61 



70 
66 

65 
61 

60 
57 

51 
56 

47 
51 

46 
47 



64 
60 

57 
57 

50 
54 

38 
42 

34 
41 

36 
43 



WRITING 1987 


CCSD 
SC 


77 
77 


73 
75 


1986 


CCSD 
SC 


79 
78 


78 
77 


1985 


CCSD 
SC 


74 
76 


79 
77 


1984 


CCSD 
SC 


73 
72 


72 
72 


1983 


CCSD 
SC 


67 


66 
65 
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GRADE 1 

90 T : '■ 




Reading Math 
' Test 

27 
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Figure 6. BESULXS FOB CHARLESTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 



I 

GRADE 2 




Reading Math 
Test 

28 

ERIC Figure 7. RESULTS FOR CHARLESTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 



GRADE 3 

IOOt ■ 




GRADES 




Reading Math Writing 



Test 

30 

Er|c Figure 9. RESULTS FOR CHARLESTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 
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Flqure10..RESULTS.FOR CHARLESTON-COUNTY SCH(^ 



Tables 4A - AC sunmarize 1985-1987 data for each test content area by 
reporting percentages above standard and median scores. 

Statewide trends in the percentage of students meeting standards are 
similar to those demonstrated by Charleston County pupils. ^^^^l^l 
li^ovLents statewide from 1981 to 1987 

^nstrated by CCSD at all grade levels except grade 1 where the increases 
greater L South Carolina. Fluctuations in Writing scores were also 
apparent in the statewide scores. 

Appendix B reports the percentages of students ^^^^^"ttltt'^igswgs?' 
meeting BSAP standards in Reading and Mathematics for the years 1981-1987, 
Sd for Writing for the years 1983-1987. Appendix C lists mobility indices, 
p^rcStagi of students'" on free lunch, and percentages of handicapped 
Students for individtial schools. 

A -^Jn ^£»r.nrf<t 1986 readiness test scores and Spring iva/ libAi^ 

sfor^lor^^St 2adLt;' Jr\uel"„ CCSD schools for the 1986-87 school year 

^r"^ent for both testing sessio,^. ■^%^\°\^"'^ *lou" ed by ?he 
both the CSAB and BSAP tests is reported for each school, '"l^''^.* 7r,VS 
p^rceM^ge scoring 88 or above on the CSAB and the percentages meeting BSAP 
Reading and Mathematics standards. 

Analyses of ■ prioi- years' test data have demonstrated a relationship 
betwe^perfon^ce on the CSAB and BSAP such that students who score above 
SSdSdTn t^CSAB at the beginning of first grade t-d to score above 
standard on the BSAP tests administered at the end °f ^^^f; * J^^J 

TZj^rlLtin^^^^^^ ^8ht indicate that gst-c^^^^^^^^ 

effective in first grade. However, a difference of 25 percentage points 

^twe^ CsS standards and BSAP standards would be unusual and should be 
investigated further. 

Among the groups of students taking both tests in 42 CCSD elementary 
schoolTduring the 1986-87 school year, 31 schools showed an increase of 5 or 
^re noin^ in the percentage of students meeting BSAP Reading st^dards over 
^rnerc^tare meeting CSAB standards. Thirty-three schools displayed an 
Jncrease^f 5 o mo^l percentage points in Math. One school (Memminger) 
Sowed a lO-point loss in Reading, and one school (Berry ^^owed a 10-point 
loss in Math! One school, Jan^ Edwards, shewed an unusual gain of more than 
25 poSts in the percentage of students meeting BSAP standards based on their 
GS/^ scores. Similarly, Blaney displayed an unusually high gam in 
Mathematics. 

Please note that while this analysis is appropriate f °5 ^roup /ata, 
individual students' CSAB scores should not be viewed as predictive of BSAP 



scores. 
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Table AA 



Basic Skills Assessment Program 
Charleston County School District 
Percent Above Standard and Median Scale Scores 



HEADING 



GRADE 


Z Above Standard 


Median 


Scale 


Score 




1985 


1986 


1987 


1985 


1986 


1987 


1 


80. A 


80.0 


82.2 


785 


783 


805 


2 


82.6 


8A.3 


87.5 


78A 


792 


806 


3 


89.5 


91. A 


93.6 


787 


799 


799 


6 


72.5 


78.9 


83.8 


7A1 


759 


772 


8 


71. A_ 


Z8..0 


78.7 


7Ap 


759 . 


761 

















1 The percentage of Charleston Coxmty pupils scoring above standard in 
Reading increased steadily from 1985 - 1987 for all grade levels except 
grade 1. First grade scores dipped slightly in 1986 then increased 2.2 
percentage points from 1986 to 1987. 

2. Median scale scores for Charleston County pupils increased each year 
from 1985 - 1987 with two exceptions. The third grade median remained 
the same from 1985 to 1987 despite the fact that a greater percentage of 
students met standards. First grade medians dropped from 1985 to 1986, 
and rose in 1987. 

3 The fact that a higher percentage of third graders met standards than 
students at other grade levels should not be interpreted to mean that 
third grade instruction is more effective than instruction at other 
grade levels. Test difficulty is not comparable across grade levels. 
While percentages of third graders meeting standards rose from 1986 to 
1987, the median scale score did not. This may indicate that more 
students met standards with lower scores. 
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Table 4B 



Basic Skills Assessment Program 
Charleston County School District 
t^ercent Above Standard and Median Scale Scores 



MATHEMATICS 



GRADE 


Z Above Standard 


Median Scale Score 




1985 


1986 


1987 


1985 


1986 


1987 


1 


83 


.0 


84.3 


84.2 


791 


798 


778 


2 


86 


.4 


87.0 


89.2 


789 


794 


804. 


3 


83 


.6 


83.6 


87.6 


772 


780 


796 


6 


65 


.1 


69.6 


74.5 


721 


731 


742 


8 


57 


.0 


64.1 


69.6 


708 


722 


736 

















2. 



The perctntage of Charleston County pupils scoring above standard in 
S?h'increasfd steadily from 1985 - 1987 for all ^ /-/^^ig^^^^P^ 
grade 1. First grade percentages decreased by .1 from 1986 to 1987. 

Median sca^e scores for Charleston County pupils in Math each 
year from 1985 - 1987 for all grades except grade i where the median 
decreased from 1986 to 1987. 

The fact that a higher percentage of second graders met standard than 
students at other grade levels should not be interpreted to mean that 
second grade instruction is more effective than instruction at other 
grade levels. Test difficulty is not comparable across grade levels. 
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Table 4C 



Basic Skills Assessment Program 
Charleston County School District 
Percent Above Standard and Median Score 

WRITING 





Z Above Standard 


Median Score 


GRADE 








1985 1986 1987 


1985 1986 1987 


6 


73.5 79.0 77.4 


2.9 3.1 3.0 


8 


78.7 77.5 73.1 


2.9 3.0 3.0 



The percentage of Charleston County sixth graders scorijig above standard 
in Writing increased from 1985 - 1987; however, the percentage dropped 
from 1986 to 1987. The percentage of eighth graders scoring above the 
writing standard decreased steadily from 1985 - 1987. 

Median 'scores f5r' CMfleSton 'Coxffity- "six^^^ in Writing followed 

the same pattern as the percentage above standard: scores increased 
from 1985 to 1987, and decreased from 1986 to 1987. Median scores for 
eighth graders increased from 1985 to 1987 and stayed the same from 1986 
to 1987, despite a decrease in the percent meeting standard. These 
data, coupled with a comparison of frequency data in Appendix A to last 
year's data, indicate that a smaller percentage of students are scoring 
1.5 or below and 3 and above, but proportionately more students are 
scoring 2. Hence the "below standard" students are scoring higher tand 
presumably writing better) than in the past. 
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Demograph-te Analysis 

Table 5 reports percentages of CCSD students scoring above standard in 
1986 and 1987 on the Reading. Mathematics, and Writing tests for demographic 
categories. Table 6 compares percentages of Cl^rleston County students 
scorLg above standard in 1987 to percentages of South Carolina students 
scoring above standard. Dsaographic variables include gender (male, female), 
ethnicity (white, black), and income level, defined by lunch program 
participation (no free/reduced lunch, free/reduced lunch). Approximate 
numbers of students tested appear in the right-most columns, that 
relatively small numbers of students on reduced-price lunch are reported, 
care must therefore b6 used in interpreting 'lata regarding this subgroup. In 
the discussion below, data on students receiving reduced-price lunches have 
been excluded. The following sections summarize the demographic data: 

Gender 

^^^^^^^^ 

1. For grades 1, 2, and 3, in 1987 more than 80% of male and feiaale 
subaroups scored above the state standard in all areas with th3 
exception of males in grade 1 where 79.1% of the males scored abo'^^e 
the state standard in Reading. For grades 6 and 8 more than 70% o'c 
male and female subgroup populations scored above state standards 
in all areas with two exceptions. The exceptions were grade 8 
males on the Mathematics subtest and grade 8 males on the Writing 
subtest. 

2 A greater proportion of females, compared to males, scored above the 
state standard on Reading, Mathematics, and Writing subtests for all. 

' grade and subject area combinations except grade 3 Mathematics where 
females scored .7 percentage points below males. 

3 Percentages of CCSD males and females scoring above the standard in 
Reading and Mathematics in 1987 were greater than or equal to 
percentages for 1986 with two exceptions. Grade 1 females showed a 
decline of .2 percentage points in Mathematics. Grade 8 females 
showed a decline of 1.1 percentage points in Reading. Percentages 
of CCSD males and females scoring above the state standard in 
Writing declined in both sixth and eighth grades. 

A. CCSD students displayed greater percentages above standard than 
their SC peers with three exceptions. Proportionately fewer CCSD 
first grade males and females scored above state standards than 
other SC student3. Grade 6 CCSD females lagged behind females 
statewide in Writing by .3 percentage points. Grade 8 males and 
females scored below their South Carolina counterparts in Writing. 

Ethnicity 

1 More than 80% of the white students scored above the state standard 
in 1987 in all subject areas and for all grade levels tested. More 
than 80% of the black students scored above the ^tate standard oniy 
in grade 2 and grade 3 Reading and Mathematics. 
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1. A higher proportion of white students p compared to black students, 
scored above the state standard in 1987 in Reading, Mathematics, 
and Writing at a.ll--2^*d® levels tested. Differences between white 
students and black students range from 5.4 points (grade 3 Reading) 
to 28.4 points (grade 8 Writing). The subtest showing the greatest 
difference was Writing ( averaging 25 . 4 points ) . The subtest 
showing the smallest difference was Reading (averaging 11.2 
points). Differences between white students and black stud«mts 
were smallest at grade 3 and greatest at grade 8. For grades 1, 2, 
and 3 average differences between the achievement levels of black 
and white stxidents were 8-12 points. For grades 6 and 8 average 
differences between the percentages of black and white students 
iMeting standards ranged between 19 and 22 points. 

3. The percentages of white students and black students scoring above 
the state standard on Reading and Mathematics subtests were greater 
in 1987 compared to 1986 with two exceptions. A smaller percentage 
of black first graders met th* Mathematics standard in 1987 than in 
1986. A smaller percentage of white students in grade 8 scored 
above the Reading standard in 1987 than in 1986. Percentages of 
white students and black students scoring above state standards in 
Writing in 1987 were lower than percentages for 1986. In general, 
however. Writing scores were lower in 1987 than they were in 1986. 

4. With one exception, greater percentages of CCSD white and black 
students met standards compared to students statewide. The one 
exception was for first grade black pupils in Reading. Positive 
(CCSD-SC) differences ranged from^ •! .P^?^t?ge points for first ^ 
grade Reading for white pupils to 13.2 points for black eighth 
graders. 



Income 

1. Data on students in grades 1, 2, and 3 categorized by hh\ch program 
participation indicate that more than 90Z of the students at these 
grade levels not participating in the lunch program scored above 
state standards in Reading and Mathematics. More than 74Z of the 
students on free lunch in grades 1, 2, and 3 scored above the state 
standard for Reading and Mathematics. Data on students in grades 6 
and 8 categorized by liinch program participation indicate that more 
than 79% of the students at these grade levels not participating in 
the Itinch program scored above the. state standard on Reading, 
Mathematics, and Writing subtests. More than 55% of the students 
on free lunch in grades 6 and 8 scored above the state standard. 

A higher proportion of students not being served by the frca lunch 
program met state ^standards than students served with the free 
lunch program for all areas and grade levels. Differences between 
students not participating in the lunch program and students on 
free Itmch range from 6.2 percentage points (grade 3 Reading) to 
28.6 percentPgo points (grade 8 Writing). Differences were 
greatest for the Writing subtest (averaging 26.6 points) and least 
for Reading (averaging 14.98 points). Differences between the two 
groups of students were smallest at grade 3 and greatest at grade 
8. 

30 37 
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3. Students in both subgroup categories made improvements in Reading 
and Mathematics from 1986 to 1987 with the exception of grade 1 
Mathematics scores for students not participating in the lunch 
program. A decline in Writing scores resulted m seller 
percentages of students in both categories meeting Writing 
standards in 1987 than in 1986. 

4. Greater percentages of CCSD pupils than SC pupils in both lunch 
groups scored above state standards for all subtests and grade 
level combinations with few exceptions. The exceptions were grade 
1 Reading and grade 8 Writing for both lunch groups and grade 1 
Mathematics for students not participating in the lunch program. 

District Demographic Reports are reprinted in Appendijc E. In addition 
to the demographic variables of gender, ethnicity and income level, the 
reports in Appendix E include data for handicapped, gifted and talented, and 
reper.ter groups. 
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Table 5 

SC BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 
Charleston County School District 
Percentages of Stxidents Above Standard on the BSAP 
Demographic Report, 1986 - 1987 



READING 
1986 1987 



MATHEMATICS 
1986 1987 



WRITING 
1986 1987 



Number Tested 
1986 1987 



Grade 1 



Male 


76.5 


79.1 


82.9 


82.9 


2185 


2240 


Feiaale 


83.8 


85.6 


85.9 


83.7 


19A5 


2115 


White 


87.2 


89.3 


89.6 


91.2 


1078 


1792 


Black 


7A.7 


77.0 


80.6 


79.0 


7.400 


2502 


No F/R Lunch 


88.6 


91.1 


91. A 


90.7 


1766 


1935 


Free Lunch 


72.3 


7A.1 


78.1 


78.2 


2098 


2112 


Reduced Lunch 


83.3 


82.3 


87.0 


8A.9 


269 


305 



Grade 2 



Male 


80. A 


8A.6 


87.1 


88.6 


1731 


1820 


Female 


88.5 


90.6 


87.1 


89.9 


166A 


1767 


White 


89.3 


93.0 


92.8 


9A.7 


1A23 


1502 


Black 


80. A 


83.3 


82.5 


85.2 


1920 


^035 


No F/R Lunch 


89.1 


9A.5 


92.0 


9A.6 


152A 


x682 


Free Lunch 


79.0 


80.8 


82.5 


83.6 


1625 


1616 


Reduced Lunch 


90.0 


85.5 


86.7 


89.8 


2A1 


283 



Grade 3 



Male 


89. A 


91.9 " 


82.8" 


"87.9 






1620- 


1665 


Female 


93. A 


95. A 


8A.5 


J7.2 






1582 


1622 


White 


95.7 


96.7 


91.1 


93.7 






1391 


1373 


Black 


88.1 


91,3 


77.7 


82.9 






1775 


1870 


No F/R Lunch 


95.7 


96.8 


90.7 


93.1 






1500 


15A6 


Free Lunch 


86. A 


90.6 


76.6 


81.6 






1A5A 


1A72 


Reduced Lunch 


9A.2 


92.0 


81.9 


88.2 






243 


263 


Male 


76.6 


80. A 


68. A 


73.3 


73.1 


71.8 


1517 


1529 


Female 


81.5 


87.7 


70.9 


75.9 


85.5 


83.5 


1A17 


1397 


White 


90.3 


90.8 


81. A 


87.0 


91.3 


90.3 


1261 


1213 


Black 


70.1 


78.9 


60.2 


65.3 


69. A 


67.9 


1627 


1662 


No F/R Lunch 


89.2 


90.8 


79. A 


83.8 


90.2 


88.0 


1A31 


1501 


Free Lunch 


67.3 


7A.9 


58. A 


62.9 


66.2 


63. A 


1263 


1197 


Reduced Lunch 


78.1 


85.8 


70.5 


75.1 


79.3 


81.0 


237 


226 



Grade 6 




Grade 8 


Male 
Female 


73.5 
82.7 


76.2 
81.6 


6A.A 
63.8 


69.1 
70.1 


70. i 
85.1 


67.2 
79.8 


1507 
1A76 


1515 
1378 




White 
Black 


88.0 
68.6 


87.7 
71.0 


79.5 
49. 5 


81.5 
59.5 


91.1 
65.0 


88.5 
60.1 


1396 
15A5 


1286 
15A5 




No F/R Lunch 
Free Lunch 
Reduced Lunch 


87.6 
6A.3 
74.6 


87.9 
65.8 
75.3 


76.2 
A7.1 

57.7, 


79.9 
55.6 
63.5 


87.6 
62.9 
77.0 


8A.8 

56o2 
71,8 


1654 
1127 
201 


1591 
1086 
220 
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Table 6 

SC BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 
Charleston Ccxmty and South Carolina 
Percentages of Students Above Standard on the BSAP 
Demographic Report, 1987 



READING MATHEMATICS VJRITING Number Tested 

CCSD SC CCSD SC CCSD SC CCSD SC 



Grade 1 


Male 
Female 


79.1 
85.6 


81.3 
87.6 


oZ. V 

85.7 


Q/i 1 

86.0 






2240 
2115 


28182 
25940 




White 
Black * 


39.3 
77.0 


89.2 
78.2 


91.2 
79.0 


90.2 
78.5 






1792 
2502 


29517 
24095 




N<> ?/R Lxinch 
Free Lxmch 
Reduced Lunch 


91.1 
74.1 
82.3 


91.8 
75.7 
84.4 


90.7 
78.2 
84.9 


91.4 
77.7 

84. S 






1935 
2112 
305 


26610 
23151 
4370 


Grade 2 


Male 
Female 


84.6 
90.6 


81.6 
89.1 


OO.O 

89.9 


QA A 

88.4 






1820 
1767 


24059 
22969 




White 
Black 


93.0 
83.3 


90.4 
78.3 


94.7 
85.2 


92.7 
80.1 






1502 
2035 


26536 
19990 




Mo F/R Lunch 
Free Lunch 
Reduced Lunch 


94.5 
80.8 
85.5 


92.3 
76.0 
84.5 


94.6 
83.6 
89.8 


93.2 
79.8 
86.1 






1682 
1616 
283 


24471 
18405 
4131 


Grade 3 


Hale 
Female 


91.9 
95.4 


83.5 
91.1 


0/ .y 
87.2 


oL • u 

83.7 






1665 
1622 


23060 
21999 




White 
Black 


96.7 
91.3 


91.7 
80.9 


9?. 7 
82.9 


89.3 
74.6 






1373 
1870 


25539 
19101 




Mo 17 /R Lunch 

Free Lunch 
Reduced Lunch 


96.8 
90.6 
92.0 


93.2 
79.3 ■ 
86. 6 


81.6 
88.2 


9U.0 
74.2 
81.9 






1546 
1472 
263 


23588 
17618 
3880 


Grade 6 


Male 
Female 


80.4 
87.7 


75.1 
83.2 


1 c. J 
75.9 


7n A 
72.8 


83.5 


70.0 
83.8 


1529 
1397 


22107 
21443 




Black 


90.8 
78.9 


86.3 
68.6 


87.0 
05.3 


81.9 
56.7 


90.3 
67.9 


86.0 
63.4 


1213 
1662 


25305 
17662 


■ 


Nn 1?/R Lunch 
Free Lunch 
Reduced Lunch 


90.8 
74.9 
85.8 


87.5 
66.1 
77.6 


83.8 
62.9 
75.1 


82.2 
55.6 
68.8 


88.0 
63.4 
81.0 


86.4 
61.9 
75.1 


LTOl 
1197 
226 


24425 
15360 
3667 


Grade 8 


Male 
Female 


76.2 
81.6 


68.1 
75.0 


69.1 
70.1 


68.6 
6*^.5 


67.2 
79.8 


68.5 
82.0 


1 C 1 c 

1515 
1378 


22452 




White 
Black 


87.7 
71.0 


80.3 
57.8 


81.5 
59.5 


78.2 
54.8 


88.5 
60.1 


85.6 
59.1 


1286 
1545 


27126 
17917 
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No F/R Lunch 
Free Lunch 
Reduced Lunch 


87.9 
65.8 
75.3 


81.2 
, 53.5 


79.9 
55.6 

LQ 


78.2 
52.0 
64.7 


84.8 
56.2 
71.8 


84.9 
56.9 
70.6 


1591 
1086 
220 


28052 
14040 
3334 



BSAP OBJECTIVES ANALYSIS AND ITEM RESPONSE RESULTS 



Objectives Analysis. 1987 

Table 7 reports percentages of students at each grade level needing 
ijnproveaent on each Reading and Mathematics objective and percentages of 
students scoring below standard in Writing at grades 6 and 8 needing 
ia5>roveaent on each Writing objective. Percentages are reported for both 
CCSD and SC for the Spring, 1987 test administration. 

The percentage of students needing improvement on individual objectives 
varies across grade levels such that there are no patterns reflecting general 
weaknesses among the grades tested. Table 7, for example, shows that the 
percentage of CCSD students needing improvement in Inference ranges from a 
low of 7% at gtade 3 to a. high of 25Z at grade 8. There is a general 
indication that greater percentages of students at grades 6 and 8 need 
in^roveoent on the objectives. However, this trend can be explained by lower 
average scores achieved by middle school students con^ared with elementary 
school students. In reviewing Table 7, the reader should keep in mind that 
the BSAP objectives vary in difficulty, i.e., some objectives are by their 
nature, more difficult than others. 

Skills strengths and weaknesses can be viewed from two perspectives. 
First, one may identify "Absolute" strengths and weaknesses by locating the 
objective(s) mastered by the highest percentage of students (strength[s]) and 
the objectives on which the greatest percentage of students needed 
improvement (weakness [csj). Instructional strategies, which focus on skills 
weaimesses identified in this manner, may ii^rove student performance on the 
entire test and result in higher BSAP scores. 

The second approach identifies strengths and weaknesses "Relative" to 
the difficulty of the individual objectives. In this method, difficulty 
levels of objectives may be established by the performance of students 
statewide. The percentages of statewide students mastering objectives or 
"needing improvement" become standards to which the performance of CCSD 
students can be compared to determine relative strengths or weaknesses. 

These two methods of ' identifying strengths and weaknesses might not bear 
the same result; however, each serves a purpose. For example, utilizing CCSD 
data from Table 7, Operations appears to be the most problematic objective 
for first and second grade students. However, when these data are compared 
to SC data, smaller percentages of CCSD pupils need improvement with respect 
to Operations than SC pupiJs. 

Tables 8A-8C list skills strengths and weaknesses based on the 
performance of CCSD students on each objective ("Absolute") and the 
perfomance of CCSD students as compared to SC students ("Relative"). 
"Absolute Strengths" identify the one or two objectives which the greatest 
percentage of CCSD students mastered. "Absolute Weaknesses" identify one or 
two objectives on which the greatest percentage of CCSD students need 
in^rovement. "Relative" strengths and weaknesses are determined by the 
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decree of discrepancy between the percentages of CCSD and SC students meeting 

PcS: pl^sV »d l°?rl;iritrt.\i*rindic^^^^ a difference of 6 or 
more percentage points. 

In READING (Table 8A). Decoding and «f d/;^^?.|.:-Sxt^ ' sS^^^^ 
strength at four of the five grade levels tested. Absolute strengths 
varied across grade levels. Students at .grades 2, 3, 6, and 8 showed no 
i^lSLes Telltive to the perf or««ice of students statewide whxle first 
~r . "Tlplative" weaknesses in fotxr of the six oojecuives. 

SSiS was the i^st' prob^^tic oblTctive for first and second graders from 
2e Absolute perspective. "Absolute" weaknesses varied across other 
objectives for students in grades 3, 6, and 8. 

In general, the san» strength and weakness patterns ^^^"./T'^^^ff ^^^J 
,11 «?ud^te tested and by students scoring below standard. The most 
SikSf ^?epti^ns include:"" a) "below standard" students in grad, 3 showed 
striding e» H ^^aiaiMSBS in Details and Inference than in Mam Idea, as 
Id^Snef f o^^^'ani?^^^^^^^ (b) sixth grade "below standard" students 
shS^^d a "Relative" wSSss^n Analysis of ^iterat-e when coBjared to 
Srent/ statewide, and (c) 

are included in remedial programs (EIA. Chapter I), and thxs information 
may benefit instructional planning in those programs. 

data into perspective. 

*4 a "TJplative" streneth in both first and second grades, 

whileTo^feptrw^the •^^bs^otte" stUth at those grade levels Oeomotry 
was the strength identified by both techniques at grade 3. kt grade 6. 
Concepts appeared as a strength when both methods were used. At grade 8. 
Afferent objectives were identified by the different methods. 

Measurement was identified as a "Relative" weakness in three f 
grade'irrtested (grades 2. 6 and 8). ^^^^^^^^ 
Ife^SS:; ::'T:il^sXVo.L^L^^^ .fj:t.s^e.en. at grade 6. and 
Concepts at grade 8. 

Hathemtlcs results were generally the same for below standard students 
.„j >l 1 .tudents tested. The most salient change was that Concepts appearea 
« both ^"^Wute" Id "Relative" strength in first and second grade among 
Students scoring below standard. 
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Objectlvft data for WRITING (Table 8C) are only available for students 
who did not ajet VIriting standards on the overall test. Writing results 
indicate that Composition and Word Usage were the "Absolute" strength and 
weakness, respectively, in both grade levels tested, while Sentence Formation 
was the. "Relative" wiuJcness. 

Appendix F includes District Summary Reports for each grade tested 
reporting percentages of CCSD students meeting standards and needing 
improvement on each objective as well as the Total Test for Reading, Math, 
and Writing. Percentages are given for All Students, Students Who Met 
Standards, and Students ;^ho Did Not Meet Standards. District Summary Reports 
also provide sunmary statistics (mean, median, highest score, lowest score) 
for CCSD students. 

Appendix G incltides the percentage of students needing improveii«nt on 
each objective for each CCSD school, as well as percentages meeting 
standards, means, medians and numbers of students tested. 



Objectives Analysis, 1985-1987 

For instructional planning, analyses of objective performance across 
several years is beneficial in distinguishing patterns from yearly 
fluctuations. Since the coirposition of the BSAP test forms varies from year 
to year, analyses of objective performance over time can be misleading. This 
shortcoming can be modulated by making a comparison of the "Relative" 
weaknesses for several years, since "Relative" weaknesses should not be as 
subject to fluctuations in test content as "Absolute" weaknesses. Tables 9A- 
9C list "Relative" weaknesses in each subject area tested for the years 1985- 
1987. 

READING data indicate that Details and Inference have been weaknesses in 
first grade Reading in 1985, 1986, and 1987; but Decoding and Word Meaning is 
the only objective not cited as a weakness in first grade Reading during this 
period.^ In all other grade levels tested, CCSD pupils outscored SO pupils on 
all Reading objectives. 

In MATHEMATICS, pattiirns were not as visible. Geometry and Measurement 
appeared consistently as weaknesses in grade 2; Problem Solving was a clear 
weakness in grade 3; and Concepts was an eighth grade weakness in two of the 
three testing periods. 

WRITING results indicate that Sentence Formation was a weakness for both 
grade levels tested in 1983 and 1987. CCSD students displayed no relative 
weakness in 1986. 
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Item Analysis 

Item data which could be used for further analyses of skills strengths 
and weaknesses are given in Appendix H. The Item Response Summaries provide 
a description of each item on the BSAP tests, the percentage of students in 
the district answering the item correctly, the percentage of students in the 
state answering the item correctly, and the difference in state and district 
percentages. 
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The Item Response Summary reports data for individual items and should 
be used cautiously since a sample of one item does not provide ^d^q^^te 
information f&r generalization to a siibskill. Item difficulty is not 
constant across items. 

When, reviewing Item Response data, "Relative^^ and "Absolute" ^PP^o^f 
can also be used. "Relative" strengths and weaknesses can be identified by 
the positive District-State differences (strengths) or negative District- 
State differences (weaknesses). "Relative" comparisons should b%^fP^!^.^y 
"Absolute" data such as the District or State Percent Correct. For exan^le, 
the first i?eS on. the first grade test (1-DW 1 Identify a picture which 
represents a grade 1 sight word) might appear to be ^ ^^^^^^f'^^ 
negative number appears in the difference column (-.1). However, 98.1% of 
the students in CCSD and 98.2% of the students statewide ^^^^^fj^^^^^ 
correctly. Similarly, Item 4-GE 2, ^^^^^^i^^^^^^/^^^Sruent i^^^^^^^ 
Give^i- Angle Measures, might appear as a strength with a +1.0 District State 
different on the eighth grade test. However, only 39.5% of the students m 
Charleston and 38.5% of the students in the state answered correctly. 
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Table 7 

S"C BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 
Charleston County School District 
Percentage of Students Needing Improvement on Each BSAP Skill, 1987 





Grade 






1 


2 


3 


6 


8 


Skill 


CCSD 


sc 


CCSD 


sc 


CCSD 


SC 


CCSD 


SC 


CCSD 


SC 


READING* 






















Decoding/ 
Word Meaning 


9 


10 


11 


1*+ 


0 


1 7 


21 


25 


20 


25 


Details 


21 


19 


15 


18 


7 


13 


17 


21 


9 


11 


Main Idea 


15 


13 


7 




Q 
O 




lU 


12 


21 

«■ X 


23 


Reference 
Usage 


10 


8 




1 A 
14 


/; 
u 


lU 


0 


12 

X 4m 


19 


26 


Inference 


lA 


12 


11 


14 


7 


12 


14 


17 


25 


29 


Analysis of 


19 


17 


11 


13 


7 


10 


22 


23 


21 


24 


riA i n&riA -L X wo 








• 
















11 


10 


3 


5 


16 


17 


14 


16 


39 


36 


Operations 


22 


23 


21 


24 


7 


10 


25 


27 


18 


18 . 


Measurement 


12 


11 


11 


9 


21 


22 


30 


28 


31 


27 


Geometry 


12 


1,0 


6 


6 


2 


7 


28 


27 


21 


22 


Problem 

k?UXV XllK 




1 1 
11 


J 






23 


21 


24 


31 


32 


WRITING** 






















Mechanics 














53 


60 


65 


65 


Word Usage 














75 


75 


83 


86 


Sentence 
Formation 














66 


60 


68 


63 


Composition 














9 


9 


6 


9 
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*The percentages for reading and mathematics include studerts who met the stan- 
dard but v': ose test performance revealed a need for assis-ance on one or mors 
skills. 

**The percentages for writing include only those students who were below the 
standard on the Writing test since they were the only students whose papers 
were scored fo 'eficiencies. 
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Table 8A 

SC Basic 'Skills Assessment Program 
Cuarleston County School District 
Analysis of Objective Data for Reading 



Grade 


Strengths 
Absolute Relative 


Weaknesses 
Absoluta Relative 


1 


Decoding/ 
Word Meaning 


Decoding/Word 
Meaning* 


Details 


Details*, Main 
Idea*, Reference 
Usage*, Infer- 
ence*, Analysis 
of Literature** 


2 


Main Idc^ 


Decoding/ Word 
Meaning**, 
Details**, 
Inference** 


Details 


NONE 


3 


Decoding/ 
Word Meaning, 
Reference 
Usage 


Decoamg/ wora 
Meariing*** 


Main Idea 


NONE 


6 


Reference 
Usage 


Decoding/Word 

Meaning**, 

Details** 


Decoding/Word NONE 
Meaning, Analysis 
of Literature 


8 


Details 


Reference 
Usage*** 


Inference 


NONE 



* Differences between CCSD and SC of 1-2 percentage points 
** Differences between CCSD and SC of 3-5 percentage points 
*** Differences between CCSD and SC of 6 or more percentage points 
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Table 8B 

SC Basic Skills Assessment Program 
Charleston County School District 
Analysis of Objective Data for Mathematics 



Grade 


Strengths 
Absolute Relative 


Weaknesses 
Absolute Relative 


1 


Concepts 


Operations* 


Operations 


Geometry* 


2 


Concepts 


Operations** 


Operations 


Measurement* 


3 


Geometry 


Geometry** 


Problem 
Solving 


Problem 
Solving* 


6 


Concepts 


Concepts*, 

Problem 

Solving** 


Measurement 


Measurement* 


8 


Operations 


Geometry *^ 

Problem 

Solving* 


Concepts 


Concepts **, 
Measurement*** 



* Differendes between CCSD ^md SC of 1-2 percentage points 
** Differences between CCSD and SC of 3-5 percentage points 
*** Differences between CCSD and SC of 6 or more percentage points 
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Table 8C 

SC Basic Skills Assessment Program 
Charleston County School District 
Analysis of Objective Data for Writing 





Strengths 
Abso lute Relat ive 


Weaknesses 
Absolute Relative 


6 


Composition Mechanics*** 


Word Usage Sentence 

Formation*** 


8 


Composition Word Usage**, 
Compo sit ion** 


Word Usage Sentence 

Formation** 



* Differences between CCSD and SC of 1-2' percentage points 
** Differences between CC?)^ and SC of 3-5 percentage points 
** Differences between CC^^ and SC of 6 or more percentage 
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Table 9A 

SC Basic Skills Assessment Program 
Charleston Coirnty School District 
Relative Weaknesses Among Reading Objectives, 1985-1987 



Grade 


1985 


1986 


1987 


1 


Details*, Main Idea**, 
Reference Usage*, 
Inference* 


Details**, Inference*, 
■Analysis of 
Literature 


Details*, Main Idea*, 
Reference Usage*, 
Inference*, Analysis 
of Literature 


2 


NONE 


NONE 


NONE 


.3 


NONE 


NONE 


NONE 


6 


NONE 


NONE 


NONE 


8 


NONE 


NONE 


NONE 



* Differences between CCSD and SC of 1-2 percentage points 
** Differences between CCSD and SC of 3-5 percentage points 
*** Differences', between CCSD and SC of 6 or more percentage points 
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Table 9B 

SC Basic Skills Assessment Program . 
Charleston County School District 
Relative Weaknesses Amcng Mathematics Objectives, 1985-1987 



Grade 



1985 



HeasureioEiit'^, 
Problem Svolving* 



Measurement''^, 
Geometry* 



1986 



Concepts*, 
Operations* 



Measurement* , 
Geometry* 



1987 



Geometry* 



Measurement* 



Problem Solving* 



Geometry* 



Concepts** , 
Problem Solving* 



Problem Solving* 



NONE 



Problem Solving* 



Measurement* 



NONE 



Concepts**, 
Measurement*** 



* Differences between CCSD and SC of 1-2 percentage points 
** Dffferences batween CCSD and SC of 3-5 percentage points 
*** X)if ferences between CCSD and SC of 6 or more percentage points 



id 



50 



Table 9C 

SC Basic Skills Assessment Program 
Charlston County School District 
Relative Weaknesses Among Writing Objectives, 1985-1987 



Grade 


1985 


1986 


1987 


6 


Sentence Formation* 


NONE 


Sentence Formation*** 


8 


Word Usage**, 
Sentence Formation** 


NONE 


Sentence Formation** 



* Differences between CCSD and SC of 1-2 percentage points 
** Differencer between CCSD and SC of 3-5 percentage points 
*** Differences between CCSD and SC of 6 or more percentage points 



51 

44 



CONCLUSIONS 



Spring. 1987 district BSAP* data indicate that, in general, achievement 
levels of students at grades 1. 2. 3. 6. and 8 are higher th^ the 
achievement levels of South Carolina students with the exceptions of first 
grade Reading and Mathematics scores and eighth grade Writing scores. 

Reading and Mathematics scores have improved for all grade levels tested 
during the six year period of BSAP implementation. The greatest changes have 
occurSd at the si^h and eighth grades. CCSD performance levels have 
improved more than SC performance during this time. 

Although Writing scores have improved since 1983. they appeared to take 
a downward trend in 1987. CCSD and SC Writing score patterns mirror one 
another; however. CCSD score drops were greater than SC drops. 

Objective Analysis results suggest that the following skills should be 
addressed districtwide: Details and Inference (Reading, grade 1); Geometry 
!«d Measurement (Mathematics, grade 2); Problem Solving (Mathematics, grade 
?); Concepts (Mathematics, grade 8); Sentence Formation (Writing, grades 6 
and 8). 
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Frequency Distributions of BSAP Scores 
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CHARLESTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 
NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS 



• 


SCORING 


EACH BSAP 


SCALE SCORE 








READING, 


1987 








TEST_GRD 


=1 




READ_SS 






CUMULATIVE 


CUMULATIVE 


FREQUENCY PERCENT FREQUENCY 


PERCENT 


536 


1 


0. 0 


1 


0, 0 


552 


1 


0. 0 


2 


0 0 


566 


1 


0, 0 


3 


0. 1 


578 


3 


0, 1 


6 


0. 1 


589 


4 


0, 1 


10 


0. 2 


600 


12 


0, 3 


22 


0, 5 


610 


18 


0, 4 


40 


0. 9 


619 


20 


0, 5 


60 


1.4 


628 


40 


0, 9 


100 


2.3 


637 


55 


1, 3 


155 


3.6 


645 


59 


1, 4 


214 


4. 9 


653 


73 


1, 7 


287 


6.6 


661 


89 


2, 0 


376 


8.6 


669 


96 


2.2 


472 


10. 8 


677 


103 


2* 4 


575 


13. 2 


685 


8.9 


2, 0 


664 


15. 2 


693 


110 


2, 5 


774 


17. 8 


• 701 


105 


2.4 


879 


20.-2 


709 


y 1 


o o 

2. 2 


976 


22. 4 


717 


110 


2. 5 


1086 


24. 9 


726 


HP. 


2. 6 


1198 


27. 5 


735 


114 


2. 6 


1312 


30. 1 


744 


144 


3. 3 


1456 


33. 4 


754 


129 


3.0 


1585 


36. 4 


765 


165 


3. 8 


1750 


40. 1 


777 


160 


3.7 


1910 


43.8 


790 


183 


4. 2 


2093 


48.0 


806 


210 


4. 8 


2303 


52.8 


826 


308 


7. 1 


Z611 


59.9 


852 


385 


8.8 


2996 


68.7 


895 


540 


12. 4 


3536 


81.1 


955 


824 


18. 9 


4360 


100.0 
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CHARLESTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 
NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS 
SCORING EACH BSAP SCALE SCORE 
READING, 1987 



TEST_GRD=2 









FREQUENCY 




1 




1 


c c d 

555 


o 
0 




4 


ODD 






6 


tan K 
0/5 


A 
•t 


0 1 

V • X 


' 10 

X V/ 


0O4 


Q 


0 3 


19 




13 


0. 4 


32 




IR 

xO 


0 5 


50 


O X V 


24 


0.7 


74 


o ±o 


29 


0.8 


103 


o 


25 


0. 7 


128 


DO *x 


33 


0. 9 


161 




29 


0. 8 


190 


O0\J 


3R 


1. 1 


228 


DOO 


27 


0. 8 


255 


OQ O 


44 


1.2 


299 






1 5 

X • w 


353 


OOO 




1 2 

X V W 


395 






1 5 

X • w 


449 


701 

r V X 


54 


1.5 


503 


710 


67 


- 1.9 - 


570 


721 


92 


2.6 


662 


732 


133 


3.7 


795 


745 


173 


4.8 


968 


759 


221 


6.2 


1189 


776 


306 


8.5 


1495 


797 


375 


10.4 


1870 


825 


507 


14. 1 


2377 


871 


677 


18.8 


3054 


935 


539 


15.0 


3593 



CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 
PERCENT 



0.0 
0. 1 
0.2 
0.3 
0.5 
0.9 
1.4 
2. 1 
2.9 
3.6 
4.5 
5.3 
6.3 
7.1 
8.3 
9.8 
11.0 
12.5 
14.0 
15.9 
18.4 
22. 1 
26.9 
33. 1 
41.6 
52.0 
66. 2 
85.0 
100.0 



ERIC 



55 

49 



CHARLESTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 
NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS 
SCORING EACH BSAP SCALE SCORE 
READING, 1937 



TEST_GRD=3 



READ^SS 


FREQUENCY 




547 


1 


U. U 


557 


1 


U. U 


576 


1 


U. U 


585 


4 


U. 1 


594 


o 
O 


n 1 
yj • 1 


• 603 


2 




612 


o 
o 


v« J. 


620 


0 


u • ^ 


628 


9 


u • o 


637 


1 f 


u • o 


646 


lb 


u • o 


654 


14 


u • ft 


663 


17 


U • 0 


672 


25 


U. O 


682 


41 


1* ^ 


692 


50 


1 R 
1* 0 


702 


60 




713 


ol 




725 


106 


3.2 


737 


165- 


5.0 


751 


241 


7.3 


767 


328 


10.0 


785 


396 


12.0 


807 


489 


14.8 


837 


500 


15.2 


884 


434 


13.2 


951 


284 


8.6 



CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 
FREQUENCY PERCENT 



1 

X 


0 0 


9 


0 1 


O 


0 1 


7 


0 2 


1 0 


0. 3 


1 9 
x^ 


0 4 


xu 


0 5 


9n 


0 6 




0 9 




1 4 

X • ^ 


A9 


1 9 

X • *x 


f Q 


2 3 




2 8 


1 1 P 


3 6 




4 8 


9nQ 


6.3 


269 


8.2 


350 


10.6 


456 


13.8 


• 621 - 


18.9 


862 


26.2 


1190 


36. 1 


1586 


48.2 


2075 


63.0 


2575 


78.2 


3009 


91.4 


3293 


100.0 
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CHARLESTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 
NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS 
SCORING EACH BSAP SCALE SCORE 
READING, 1987 



TEST_GRD=6 



READ^SS 


FREQUENCY 


PERCENT 


450 


1 


0. 0 


472 


1 


0. 0 


490 


3 


0. 1 


507 


6 


0. ^ 


522 


4 


n 1 
U. i 


536 


7 


o 


549 


7 


o o 
U. ^ 


562 


Q 

o 


U. o 


574 


14 


U. 0 


585 


8 


u. o 


596 


1^ 


U. 4 


607 


11 


U. 4 


618 


22 


U. O 


628 


19 


VJ. 0 


638 


ol 


1 1 
1 • 1 


649 


ob 


1 9 


659 


52 


1 Q 
1 • O 


669 


60 


Z • U 


680 


78 




690 


92 


Q 1 


701 


115 


Q Q 
O • 9 


712 


122 


A 9 


724 


l4o 


A Q 
ft. 57 


736 


1C4 


6.3 


749 


173 


5.9 


763 


235 


8.0 


778 


216 


7.4 


796 


253 


8.6 


816 


252 


8.6 


840 


263 


9.0 


873 


223 


7.6 


927 


176 


6.0 


1002 


101 


3.4 



CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 
FREQUENCY PERCENT 



1 


0.0 


2 


0. 1 


5 


0.2 


11 


0.4 


15 


0. 5 


22 


0.8 


29 


1.0 


37 


1. 3 


i31 


1. 7 


60 


2.0 


72 


2.5 


83 


2.8 


105 


3.6 


124 


4. 2 


155 


5.3 


191 


6.5 


243 


8.3 


303 


10. 3 


381 


13. 0 


473 


16. 1 


588 


20. 1 


710 


24. 2 


853 


29. 1 


1037 


35.4 


1210 


41.3 


1445 


49.3 


1661 


56.7 


1914 


65.3 


2166 


74.0 


2429 


82.9 


2652 


90. 5 


2828 


96.6 


2929 


100.0 



ERIC 



57 

51 



CHARLESTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 
NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS 
SCORING EACH BSAP SCALE SCORE 
READING, 1987 

TEST_GRD=8 



CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 



READ.SS 


FREQUENCY 


PERCENT 


FREQUENCY 


PERCENT 


404 


1 


0. 0 


1 


0. 0 


460 


1 


0.0 


2 


0. 1 


479 


1 


0.0 


3 


0. 1 


496 


2 


0. 1 


5 


0. 2 


511 


4 


0. 1 


9 


0. 3 


524 


7 


0. 2 


16 


0. 6 


536 


12 


0. 4 


28 


1, 0 


547 


12 


0. 4 


40 


1. 4 


558 


17 


0.6 


57 


2. 0 


568 


13 


0.4 


70 


2. 4 


578 


22 


0. 8 


92 


3. 2 


588 


19 


0.7 


111 


3. o 


597 


23 


0.8 


134 


4. 6 


606 


27 


0. 9 


161 


5. 5 


61-5 


19 


0.7 


180 


6. 2 


624 


30 


1.0 


210 


7. 2 


633 


38 


1.3 


248 


8. 5 


642 


39 


1.3 


287 


9. 9 


651 


46 


1.6 


333 


11. 5 • 


660 


63 


2.2 


396 


13. 6 


670 


58 


2.0 


454 


1.5. 6 


680 


83 


2.9 


537 


18. 5 


690 


82 


2.8 


619 


21. 3 


700 


108 


3.7 


727 


25. 0 


711 


154 


5. 3 


881 


OU. O 


723 


168 


5.8 


1049 


36. 1 


736 


176 


6.1 


1225 


42.2 


751 


198 


6.8 


1423 


49.0 


767 


228 


7.9 


1651 


56. 9 


786 


276 


9.5 


1927 


66.4 


810 


283 


9.7 


• 2210 


76. 1 


842 


289 


10.0 


2499 


86. 1 


894 


241 


8.3 


2740 


94.4 


■ 968 


163 


5.6 


2903 


100.0 



ER?C 



58 

52 



CHARLESTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 
NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS 
SCORING EACH BSAP SCALE SCORE 
MATH, 1987 

TEST_GED=1 

CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 

MATH_SS FREQUENCY 

510 2 

522 2 

535 6 

546 7 

558 8 

569 11 

581 13 

592 29 

604 32 

615 37 

628 62 

640 68 

654 85 

668 122 

684 201 

701 275 

722 382 

746 567 

778 750 

833 870 

908 826 





FREQUENCY 


PERCENT 




2 


0.0 




4 


0. 1 




10 


0. 2 




17 


0.4 


a 9 


25 


0.6 


V • o 


36 


0.8 




52 


1.2 


n 7 


81 


1.9 


n 7 


113 


2.6 




150 


3.4 


1. 4 


212 


4.9 


1.6 


280 


6.4 


2.0 


365 


8.4 


2.8 


487 


11.2 


4.6 


688 


15.8 


6.3 


963 


22. 1 


8.8 


1345 


30.9 


13.0 


1912 


43.9 


17.2 


2662 


61. 1 


20.0 


3532- - 


81.0 


19.0 


4358 


100.0 



59 

ER?C 53 



CHARLESTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 
NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS 
SCORING EACH BSAP SCALE SCORE 
MATH, 1987 

TEST_GRD=2 



CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 



MATH QC 




PF.RrF.NT 


FREQUENCY 


PERCENT 


4yu 


1 

X 




1 
X 


0. 0 


RAO 


9 


0 1 


3 


0. 1 

V • X 


o<j*t 


9 


0 1 




0. 1 


OD ( 


o 


0 1 

V/ • X 


8 


0. 2 




4 


0.1 


12 


0.3 




12 


0. 3 


24 


0.7 






0. 2 


30 


0. 8 


619 


19 


0. 5 


49 


1.4 


633 


39 


1. 1 


88 


2.5 


649 


59 


1.6 


. 147 


4. 1 


665 


88 


2.5 


235 


6.5 


683 


152 


4.2 


387 


10.8 


703 


218 


6. 1 


605 


16.8 


726 


343 


9.6 


948 


26.4 


754 


447 


12.4 


1395 


38.8 


791 


603 


16.8 


1998 


55.6 


850 


826 


23.0 


2824 


78.6 


931 


767 


21.4 


3591 


100.0 



60 

54 



CHARLESTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 
NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS 
SCORING EACH BSAP SCALE. SCORE 
MATH, 1987 

TEST_GRD=3 



MATH SS 


FREQUENCY 


PERCENT 




1 


0.0 


465 


1 


0.0 


551 


3 


0. 1 


566 
V w V 


4 


0. 1 


581 


8 


0. 2 


596 


13 


0.4 


610 


12 


0.4 


625 


26 


0.8 


640 


35 


1.1 ■ 


6b5 


68 


2. 1 


670 


88 


2.7 


686 


149 


4.5 


703 


188 


5.7 


721 


198 


6.0 


740 


279 


8.5 


762 


303 


9.2 


787 


349 


10.6 


817 


372 


11. 3 


857 


437 


13.3 


. „. 922. -. 


,. 390 


11.8 


1012 


368 


11.2 



CUMULATIVE 
FREQUENCY 



CUMULATIVE 
PERCENT 



1 
1 


0 0 


o 


0 1 


0 


■0 9 


Q 


0 ? 


1 7 


0 5 


Ov 


0 9 


AO 


1 3 


oo 


? 1 

4& • X 




O • X 


1 71 




259 


7.9 


408 


12.4 


596 


18. 1 


794 


24. 1 


1073 


32.6 


1376 


41.8 


1725 


52.4 


2097 


63.7 


2534 


77.0 


2924 


88.8 


3292 


100.0 



ERIC 



55 



CHARLESTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 
NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS 
SCORING EACH BSAP SCALE SCORE 
MATH, 1987 

TEST_GRD=6 

CUMULATIVE • CUMULATIVE 



MATH^SS 


T?'D "CAn 17X7 V 








OOO 


I 




1 

X 


0 0 


/f OQ 


0 


Ci 1 

V • X 


3 


0 1 

V • X 


4o / 


1 

1 


Ci Ci 


4 


0. 1 

V • X 




g 


0 2 


10 


0. 3 




1 1 


0 4 


21 


0. 7 




12 


0 4 


33 


1. 1 


o09 


X yj 


0 5 


49 


1.7 


0 / Q 


16 

X \J 


0 5 


65 


2.2 






1 0 

X • V/ 


94 


3.2 






1 4 

X • TZ 


136 


4. 7 




rt X 


1 4 

X • ^ 


177 


6. 1 


000 


DO 




243 


8. 3 


D*±0 




2 8 


326 


11. 2 


001 


XO t 


4 7 


463 


15. 8 


0 / 0 


xoo 


4 7 


601 


20. 6 


000 


x*±*± 


4 9 


745 


25. 5 




1 Q7 

X?7 t 


fi 7 


942 


32. 2 


f 10 




fi R 


1140 

X XTSv 


39. 0 






. 


._ _ 1384 


47 , 3. 


744 


212 


7.3 


1596 


54.6 


759 


208 


7. 1 


1804 


61.7 


775 


215 


7.4 


2019 


69. 1 


793 


176 


6.0 


2195 


75. 1 


812 


168 


5.7 


2363 


80.8 


833 


135 


4. 6 


2498 


85.5 


858 


129 


4.4 


2627 


89.9 


888 


113 


3.9 


2740 


93.7 


928 


as 


2.9 


2825 


96.6 


992 


54 


1.8 


2879 


98. 5 


1082 


44 


1.5 


2923 


100.0 



mc 



62 

56 



CHARLESTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 
NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS 
SCORING EACH BSAP SCALE SCORE 
MATH, 1987 



TEST„GRD=8 



MATH^SS 




PERCENT 




o 


0 1 


509 


A 
*I 


0 1 

V • X 


C O 


9 1 


0 7 


OoU 




0.9 


0/57 


O i 


1 3 


oy / 




1.8 


o lo 


4fl 
*±o 


1-7 


00*7 




2. 8 




Q9 


3. 2 


D04 


1 OR 


3 6 


bb / 




3 4 


b /y 


X oO 


5 4 


691 


xoo 


5 4 




X D V 


5. 8 


/ 10 


XOO 


6 4 


I CI 


X OtS 


5 6 


/ oy 


X 


6 7 




170 


5. 9 


765 


177 


6.1 


778 


194 


6.7 


792 


154 


5.3 


807 


130 


4.5 


824 


120 


4. 1 


843 


125 


4.3 


864 


81 


2.8 


891 


60 


2. 1 


927 


56 


1.9 


985 


29 


1.0 


1067 


10 


0.3 



CUMULATIVE 
FREQUENCY 



CUMULATIVE 
PERCENT 



3 
7 
28 
53 
90 
143 
191 
273 
365 
470 
569 
727 
883 
1052 
1238 
1400 
1595 
1765 
1942 
2136 
2290 
2420 
2540 
2665 
2746 
2806 
2862 
2891 
2901 



0. 1 
0.2 
1.0 
1.8 
3. 1 
4.9 
6.6 
9.4 
12.6 
16.2 
19.6 
25. 1 
30.4 
36.3 
42.7 
48.3 
55.0 
60.8 
66.9 
73.6 
78.9 
83.4 
87. S 
91.9 
94.7 
96.7 
98.7 
P9.7 
100. 0 



id 

ERIC 



83 



57 



CHARLESTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 
NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS 
SCORING EACH BSAP SCORE 
WRITING, 1987 

TEST_GRD=6 

CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE 
WRITE SS FREQUENCY PERCENT FREQUENCY PERCENT 



0 12 0.4 12 0.4 

1 16 0.5 28 1.0 
1.5 23 0.8 51 1.7 

2 610 20.9 661 22.6 

3 1232 42.1 1893 64.8 
3.5 564 19.3 2457 84.1 

4 466 15.9 2923 100.0 



ERIC 



84 

58 



CHARLESTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 
NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS 
SCORING EACH BSAP SCORE 
WRITING, 1987 

TEST_GRD=8 

CUMULATI^TE CUMULATIVE 

WRITE.SS FREQUENCY PERCENT FREQUENCY PERCENT 

0 8 0.3 8 0.3 

1 13 0.4 21 0.7 
1.5 26 0.9 47 1.6 

2 731 25.3 778 26.9 

3 1035 35.8 1313 62.7 
3.5 557 19.3 2370 81.9 

4 . 523 18.1 2893 100.0 



85 



ERIC 59 



Percentages of Students Meeting BSAP Standards 
in Individual Schools 



o 

ERIC 



S6 

61 



S.C. Basic Skills Assessment Program 
diarlestcn County School District 

Percentiisges of Stsaflents Meeting BSRP Standards 
in Beadini^, Mathenatics, and Writing Grades 1-8 

1981-1987 





Year 


Reading 


Matheniati^ 
Grade 


Writing 
Grade 


1 


1 


3 ( 


i 


8 


1 


1 


3 


6 8 


6 


8 


Angel Oak 


1981 


58 


52 


51 






59 


68 


35 








1982 


80 


65 


52 






74 


54 


57 










1983 


79 


72 


72 






80 


78 


66 










1984 


78 


88 


81 






82 


91 


81 










1985 


79 


92 


91 






83 


93 


87 










1986 


83 


84 


90 






85 


90 


92 










1987 


85 


88 


91 






82 


90 


95 








Ashley River 


1981 
























1982 


























1983 


























1984 
















91 










1985 


90 


94 


95 






90 


93 










1986 


91 


95 


96 






87 


94 


94 


93 


100 




- 


1987 


99 


97 


99 


96 




99 


99 


99 




Berry 


1981 


76 


58 


78 






66 


58 


70 








1982 


52 


61 


48 






46 


47 


57 










1933 


57 


64 


86 






66 


47 


79 










1984 


70 


68 


86 






74 


81 


90 










1985 


75 


81 


79 






69 


91 


71 










1986 


68 


72 


86 






74 


81 


61 










1987 


67 


63 


75 






62 


74 


68 








Bixn^r Alice 


1981 
1982 








oo 
65 


67 








58 47 
54 51 


73 


83 




1983 








66 


69 








53 53 




1984 








86 


67 








83 51 


86 


89 




1985 








83 


81 








71 67 


79 


92 




1986 








82 


84 








73 69 


82 


88 




1987 








83 


82 








82 74 


85 


82 


Blaney 


1981 
1982 


81 
60 


68 
51 


51 
56 






67 
66 


84 
40 


77 
66 










1983 


80 


68 


54 






63 


55 


63 










1984 


81 


78 


73 






57 


64 


75 










1985 


91 


76 


74 






78 


79 


77 










1986 


95 


79 


76 






98 


76 


59 










1987 


80 


66 


79 






90 


66 


75 









W?I9-98MH 



ERIC 



62 



^7 



School 



Bxrenbrood 



Year 



Reading 



Buist 



Boms 



ChicxHra 



Corcoran 



Cburtenay 



1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 
1985 
1986 
1987 

1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 
1985 
1986 
1987 

1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 
1985 
1986 
1987 

1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 
1985 
1986 
1987 

1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 
1985 
1986 
1987 

1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 
1985 
1986 
1987 



1 — 5 — 3 — g — 8" 



54 50 

69 58 

74 61 

74 i\0 

77 «2 

85 77 



100 100 100 98 




98 100 


100 100 100 100 


inn 


100 


95 


72 83 


78 


70 


77 


60 


72 77 


83 


w / 


66 


71 


75 84 


92 


73 


71 


83 


72 85 


91 


68 


83 


89 


67 83 


93 . 


/ J 


85 


88 


64 79 


89 


68 


84 


77 


71 84 


88 


72 


80 


92 


56 50 


54 


60 


66 


66 


62 61 


59 


61 


53 


30 


51 6(> 


80 


64 


61 


6; 


65 72 


81 


70 


79 


83 


66 68 


90 


80 


68 


83 


71 71 


77 


80 


79 


73 


63 65 


91 


66 


75 


73 


90 80 


83 


79 


80 


77 


81 73 


79 


60 


65 


57 


83 74 


92 


82 


64 


80 


83 83 


83 


76 


80 


67 


84 89 


93 


70 


89 


84 


84 90 


90 


67 


89 


77 


83 97 


90 


85 


100 


83 



42 19 

44 33 

44 32 

48 35 

6e 45 

68 55 

76 72 



Mathematira" 



Writing 

"SSSk '■ Grade 

12 3^61^^ 



41 38 

57 35 

51 41 

61 59 

59 67 

70 60 



70 72 

73 74 

73 89 

78 78 

73 66 



98 
100 



25 


16 






40 


13 






29 


11 


54 


32 


51 


21 


61 


44 


56 


28 


51 


51 


64 


40 


66 


66 


51 


67 


58 


53 



WPI9-98MH 



S8 

63 



Sdbool 


Year 


Reading 


Mathanatics 


Wtiting 


Grade 


Grade 


Grade 


1 


2 


3 


6 


8 


1 


2 


3 


6 


8 


6 8 


Dravton TfalT 


1981 








71 


80 








63 


59 




1982 








80 


71 








64 


52 




t 


1983 








85 


80 








70 


54 


84 83 




1984 








88 


83 








72 


73 


86 90 




1985 








88 


91 








84 


73 


88 93 




1986 








91 


94 








84 


83 


91 93 




1S87 








93 


90 








87 


80 


88 92 


Edwards^ James B» 


1981 


























1982 


88 


90 


81 






84 


76 


89 










1983 


86 


84 


94 






83 


85 


86 










1984 


86 


90 


98 






83 


91 


94 










1985 


85 


97 


99 






85 


95 


88 






V 




1986 


91 


93 


99 






92 


96 


95 








• 


1987 


88 


99 


99 






87 


91 


95 








Ecb^ardS/ Jane 


1981 


38 


22 


36 


19 




52 


44 


20 


14 








1982 


47 


55 


22 


47 




53 


65 


33 


24 








1983 


•57 


57 


55 


37 




81 


79 


75 


26 




37 




1984 


89 


63 


89 


40 




78 


37 


78 


30 




•xU 




1985 


80 


60 


83 


32 




84 


75 


67 


37 




58 




1986 


68 


88 


94 


75 




100 


94 


94 


67 




100 




1987 


90 


67 100 


79 




77 


48 


90 


36 




71 

- 




1981 


69 


58 


61 






69 


86 


59 








1982 


84 


59 


66 






84 


69 


71 










1983 


81 


60 


81 






71 


74 


90 










1984 


78 


77 


74 






89 


81 


83 










1985 


84 


69 


83 






89 


93 


83 










1986 


78 


96 


89 






85 


100 


95 










1987 


71 


90 


97 






85 


92 


96 








Fordr Wsocy 


1981 


68 


77 


55 






63 


83 


65 








1982 


64 


69 


75 






48 


74 


66 










1983 


69 


49 


85 






62 


67 


85 










1 OO iff 

1984 


50 


44 


60 






70 


42 


68 










1985 


54 


75 


61 






ea 


86 


91 










1986 


DO 


87 


89 






67 


78 


78 










1987 


83 


90 


89 






74 


85 


84 








Ft» Johnson Middle 


1981 


























1982 




















• 






1983 


























1984 








81 


75 








69 


68 


78 87 




1985 








83 


83 








81 


67 


76 88 




1986 








86 


87 








83 


79 


90 83 




1987 








93 


83 


1 






83 


80 


8r 80 



WPI9-98MH 







Beadinq 


Mathematics 




Writing 




Year 


Grade 


Grade i 


Grade 




X 


9 


•a 


g 


8 


1 


2 


3 


6 


8 


6 


8 1 




1981 


63 


53 


64 






62 


55 


60 










1982 


59 


66 


62 






53 


51 


51 










• 


1983 


68 


64 


71 






61 


62 


77 












1984 


QK 


#1 


7*? 






81 


81 


78 












1985 




71 
/ 1 


T7 






76 


70 


81 












1986 




O / 


Q1 

Z71 






87 


89 


78 












1987 


01 


pn 
ou 








81 


84 


85 












1981 


91 


56 


49 


49 




94 


74 


22 


36 








1982 


82 


78 


48 


60 




71 


69 


30- 


54 




68 






1983 


79 


58 


57 


56 




57 


58 


54 


44 








1984 


DD 


0*i 


82 


80 




63 


91 


86 


66 




69 






1985 


DO 


u / 


8 


81 




80 


78 


88 


81 




91 






1986 


OO 


7Q 


86 


87 




85 


61 


61 


78 




78 






1987 


Q / 


77 


94 100 




80 


74 


94 


100 




92 






1981 


82 


72 


80 






81 


76 


72 










1982 


90 


79 


79 






81 


76 


79 












1983 


86 


77 


93 






84 


80 


83 














89 


88 


86 






81 


91 


84 












1985 


ou 


OO 


94 






78 


90 


91 












1986 


/O 




94 






87 


91. 


89 












1987 


0^ 


VO 


96 






88 


95 


93 










TTar^v^'^ View 


1981 




























1982 




























1983 














80 


89 












1984 


83 


on 
ou 


90 






o^ 












1985 


oZ 


oc 

OO 


89 






89 

o^ 


83 


84 












1986 


O >f 

84 


OQ 

89 


97 






87 

o / 


82 

Om 


92 












1987 




oZ 


97 






83 


88 


91 






1 




uauc oup 


1981 
1982 








43 
48 


31 
38 








25 
25 


20 
17 


63 


56 




1983 








48 


39 








35 


16 




1984 








55 


46 








41 


32 


59 


57 




1985 








61 


59 








51 


47 


68 


74 




1986 








80 


64 








61 


51 


72 


69 




1987 








81 


76 








75 


66 


66 


68 




1981 
1982 


82 
71 


39 
59 


42 
48 






75 
80 


57 
43 


65 
67 






• 






1983 


73 


71 


69 






73 


71 


81 












1984 


78 


83 


72 






84 


87 


65 












1985 


79 


83 


96 






80 


85 


92 












1986 


71 


80 


92 






75 


95 


85 












1987 


68 


77 


88 






73 


82 


76 











WPI9-98MH 



o . - " 70 

ERiC 



bcnool 




Reading 


I^thenatics 


Wtiting 


Grade 


Grade 


Grade 


1 


2 3 6 


o 
o 


1 




0 


p^ 
o 




rxOniSy ircUTK 


1QP1 


68 


71 85 




64 


81 79 








l^O^ 


82 


83 73 




81 


74 70 










1983 


ol 


7A 0*5 




pn 

ou 


S4 78 

0"x / O 










1984 




04 ol 




171 


oo o*» 










1985 


90 


80 94 




o9 


91 ol 










1986 


82 


95 95 




85 


9o 91 










T0fl7 
170 / 


94 


89 99 




0*7 

87 


Oil Qit 

94 94 








James Islana nioaie 


l^ol 








































1983 




















1984 




•7C 


QO 






OJ 




84 77 








bo 


ol 






vO 


7n 


73 88 




1Z700 




91 


Oil 

o4 






P1 

Ol 


pn 

ou 


91 85 




1Z70 / 




92 


92 






o^ 


p^ 

OD 


91 89 


ijacison 


1701 


94 


78 71 




88 


82 72 










1QP9 


93 


86 86 




88 


63 84 










1983 


•70 

/o 






PA 
O^ 


7Q 81 










1984 


95 


80 83 




9o 


Q JB QO 

94 9Z 








• 


1985 


84 


91 95 




oo 
88 


oo Oif 

oo o4 










1 QQIC 
l^oO 


84 


89 95 




OA 

89 


o^ oc 
oo 95 












78 

• - 


92 99 




So 


oo QO 

93 9Z 








Laing 


1 QQ1 
l70l 




^51 


54 






52 


47 




lt7Q^l 




68 


61 






63 


53 






1983 




65 


00 






Ol 




67 71 




1984 




ou 


7Q 






79 


OO 


79 76 








84 


80 






ol 


7n 
/u 


86 78 




1QP^ 




92 


87 






oD 


7fi 
/O 


90 83 




1QP7 
170 / 




91 


85 






P^ 
oo 


pn 

ou 


82 87 




1QP1 

1701 


88 


74 80 




76 


78 65 










87 


90 79 




78 


86 62 










1983 


y4 


07 






81 87 

O J. *J / 










1984 


95 


83 87 




OC 

9b 


0>f 07 

o4 o/ 










1985 


95 


88 97 




93 


0*7 oo 

o/ o9 










ll^DO 


84 


86 97 




92 


OVt Q1 

o4 91 










1^7u / 


94 


93 99 




^c 
9o 


Q*7 QQ 

9/ o9 








Lincoln Hign 


1 QQ1 






22 








16 




l^oZ 






26 








8 






1983 






23 








11 


34 




1984 






27 








12 


24 




1985 






28 








26 


41 




1986 






60 








30 


69 




1987 






60 








40 


63 



WPI9-98MH 

71 

erJc ^ 



School 



Year 



Mecciinger 



Midland Park 



MitcfteU 



Moore/ Jennie 



Mamingside 



Ifcultrie 



Reading 



1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 
1985 
1986 
1987 

1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 
1985 
1986 
1987 



Grade 



Mathematics 







S4 


61 




DO 




66 




71 


61 


86 


1QPA 


76 


\j 


71 


l!7wO 


72 


i u 


85 


1 QPA 


DO 


78 


78 


1987 


63 


80 


87 


IQPI 




73 


85 




78 


66 


73 




77 


S3 


82 


1QPA 




82 


93 


1QP^ 




82 


92 


1QP^ 


90 


94 


96 


1987 


85 


93 


94 






61 


62 




7R 
/D 


pn 


71 




7Q 


721 


84 


1QP^ 


/o 


77 


87 




77 


84 


81 

wx 




7*^ 


77 




1QP7 


80 


93 


91 


1981 


78 


51 


57 


1982 


90 


71 


64 


1983 


81 


77 


76 


1984 


72 


75 


83 


1985 


58 


73 


88 


" 1986 


70 


60 


83 


1987 


93 


86 


90 



Grade 



I 



56 65 68 

54 56 50 

78 60 80 
76 82 83 

75 80 81 

79 83 76 
82 94 88 

71 92 80 

73 74 80 

80 76 80 
98 96 93 

94 92 94 
93 100 82 
92 95 88 

87 75 45 

73 60 57 

70 65 66 

76 84 80 
82 90 70 
84 88 68 
86 97 74 

81 56 57 
78 53 72 
78 73 61 

• 74 86 89 

75 89 82 

81 75 77 

95 96 83 



60 54 
57 59 

61 56 
67 64 
82 62 
82 70 

80 64 

77 69 

85 67 

85 70 

93 86 

90 88 

89 80 



writing 
Grade 



40 32 

44 40 

55 47 

65 53 

72 52 

64 56 

76 56 

68 60 

80 53 

80 66 

84 79 

87 74 

83 75 



.8 



59 70 

66 77 

72 77 

83 75 

79 65 



84 79 

89 86 

90 92 
88 89 
86 82 



WPI9-98MH 



ERIC 



67 



72 





Year 


Reading j 


Mathenatics 


Vftriting 


Grade { 


GTcide 


Grade 






6 R ■ 

O u O j 


1 


2 


3 6 8 


6 8 




1981 


71 


71 


70 


79 


74 


83 






1982 


90 


88 


83 


73 


65 


92 






1983 


81 


65 


93 


83 


69 


94 






1984 


P9 
oZ 


80 


80 


88 


85 


90 






1985 


oD 


94 


95 


88 


94 100 






1986 


/O 


92 100 


81 


81 


91 






1987 






?•} 


81 


96 


95 






1981 


68 


49 


64 


68 


70 


47 




1982 


65 


71 


56 


72 


57 


48 






1983 


u / 


^p 

DO 


7fi 


70 


69 


69 






1984 


68 


OU 




80 


77 


78 






1985 


PR 


/u 




92 


80 


88 






1986 


PR 


7n 
/u 


PQ 


91 


86 

OO 


86 




• 


1987 


P9 






85 


94 


92 






1981 


62 


80 


60 


66 


80 

Ow 


49 






1982 


76 


89 


73 


60 


87 


69 




1983 




WW 


74 




86 


65 






1984 


PA 


7Q 


PI? 


81 


bo 


84 






1985 




o/ 


oO 


11 


92 


74 






1986 




ol 






85 
o*^ 


78 

# o 






1987 


P7 




yo 


87 


90 

-7w 


76 

/ o 






1981 


80 


67 


81 


71 ' 


76 

/ o 


74 






1982 


75 


75 


77 


77 


73 


76 






1983 


73 


/O 


on 


72 


80 


88 






1984 


P^ 


OX 


OO 

07 


80 


88 

OW 


88 

WW 






1985 




By 




75 


88 

oO 


85 

o*^ 






1986 


/o 


by 


QA 


88 


94 


91 






1987 




ol 


yo 


80 
ow 


95 


94 






1981 


83 


82 


92 


77 


82 

o^ 


79 




1982 


81 


87 


91 


76 


84 


86 






1983 


PA 


89 


92 


81 


89 


85 






1984 


7Z 


90 


95 




94 


96 




- 


1985 


QQ 
OO 


93 


96 


OO 


92 


89 






1986 


OQ 


89 


96 


<9l 


92 


94 






1987 




98 


97 


90 


99 


90 






1981 


59 


56 


66 


49 


62 


65 




1982 


80 


75 


71 


73 


65 


55 






1983 


70 


62 


88 


75 


65 


70 






1984 


78 


77 


86 


84 


70 


H9 






1985 


76 


70 


97 


84 


81 


83 






1986 


82 


84 


96 


87 


90 


86 






1987 


92 


87 


97 




87 


93 


1 



WPI9-98MH 



ERIC 



68 



73 



Year 



Fepperhill 



Rivers 



Ranald E. MdJair 



Sanders-Clyde 



Schroder 



1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 
1985 
1986 
1987 

1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 
1985 
1986 
198? 

1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 
1985 
1986 
1987 

1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 
1985 
1986 
1987 

1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 
1985 
1986 
1987 

1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 
1985 
1986 
1987 



Reading 



Grade 



mthenatics 
Grade 



85 76 89 

83 91 79 

81 67 94 

91 93 86 

89 84 97 

81 85 90 

79 92 98 

73 79 76 

63 63 70 

53 60 81 

73 65 88 

78 87 90 

77 78 94 

69 83 94 



36 33 

45 33 

44 32 

59 41 

56 52 

62 e 

69 72 



52 73 43 

66 53 51 

56 54 73 

69 80 51 
82 71 83 
77 83 96 
76 88 92 

79 49 36 

79 84 54 

70 71 69 
74 81 71 

80 64 71 
76 82 82 
79 80 96 



33 



18 

37 26 

51 32 

52 30 
59 45 
57 64 
74 56 



74 73 77 

70 75 73 

74 81 79 

83 95 86 

86 89 89 
82 91 79 
78 85 78 

75 79 51 
61 66 72 
66 78 81 

71 86 84 

87 95 76 

84 85 71 
86 82 78 



Waiting 
Grade 



8 



24 


9 






28 


14 






34 




46 


35 


38 


31 


50 


50 


55 


37 


56 


67 


55 


45 


62 


62 


67 


68 


58 


58 



53 78 24 

60 53 62 

58 69 62 

74 84 57 

85 84 92 

71 67 76 

71 88 94 

79 73 54 

83 81 30 

6r 78 65 

83 90 71 

81 77 72 
83 83 80 

82 84 71 



25 12 

24 9 

40 21 

43 30 
47 33 

44 42 
56 46 



57 38 

49 51 

65 6X 

64 d7 

73 44 



WPI9-981H 



69 74 



School 


Year 


Fftading 


Mathematics 


Writir^ 


Grade 


Grade 


Grade 


1 


2 


3 6 8 


1 


2 


3 


6 8 


6 8 


SiiQonSr Janes 


1981 


54 


58 


59 


50 


71 


68 








1982 


CA 


•71 

/I 


oo 


CO 

Do 




7A 








1983 


65 


72 


76 


57 


70 


54- 








1984 


85 


77 


81 


75 


77 


69 








1985 


87 


80 


78 


89 


86 


62 








1986 


84 


85 


90 


83 


89 


83 








1987 


88 


84 


86 


87 


85 


85 






Springfield 


1981 


88 


76 


91 


73 


82 


75 








1982 


O J 


00 


OD 


/ J 


ID 


OJ 








1983 


97 


92 


94 


91 


90 


87 








1984 


91 




93 


89 


94 


98 








1985 


88 


92 


97 


91 


90 


86 








1986 


92 


93 


96 


90 


96 


85 








1987 


95 


98 


97 


95 


96 


94 






St. Andrew's 


1981 


89 


68 


88 


80 


62 


66 




• 


Elenentary 


1982 


10 


o/ 


/ / 


0^ 




OD 








1983 


80 


81 


86 


78 


78 


82 








1984 


82 


87 


93 


85 


81 


86 








1985 


78 


92 


90 


78 


87 


79 








1986 


82 


88 


89 


81 


74 


72 








1987 


78 


87 


99 


86 


84 


95 






St* Jaines-Santee 


1981 




















1982 


















• 


1983 




















1984 

Xmt UTS 


• 57 


70 


40 47 


75 


77 


53 


33 


57 




1985 


50 


51 


66 46 


65 


63 


55 


49 


53 




1986 


60 


58 


75 53 


77 


74 


77 


71 


50 




1987 


72 


69 


89 82 


85 


75 


94 


66 


58 


stiles Point 


1981 


89 


90 


85 


85 


93 


80 








1982 


oo 


QQ 
OO 


Q7 

o / 


OO 


Qn 


Q7 








1983 


86 


83 


94 


83 


91 


94 








1984 


79 


88 


85 


77 


91 


90 








1985 


85 


83 


93 


87 


82 


82 








1986 


75 


79 


99 


84 


84 


94 








1987 


87 


94 


93 


89 


93 


88 






Stono Park 


1981 


80 


82 


86 


74 


86 


83 








1982 


88 


83 


91 


83 


83 


93 








1983 


70 


85 


96 


76 


84 


100 








1984 


87 


84 


99 


84 


90 


99 








1985 


90 


92 


98 


90 


92 


94 








1986 


79 


89 


95 


84 


100 


79 








1987 


82 


94 


93 


83 


99 


82 







WPI9-98MH 



^0 



Sdhcx>l 



Year 



Beading 



Grade 



Mathematics 



Grade 



Vftriting 
Gra de 

-s — g" 



Sullivan's Island 



Toole 



YOiitesides 



Williams, C.E. 



1981 


98 


89 


92 






1982 


98 


85 


84 






1983 


91 


95 100 






1984 


100 


98 100 






1985 


98 


98 


100 






1986 


100 


98 100 






1987 


97 


So 








1981 












1982 








49 


43 


1983 








44 


57 


1984 








66 


52 


1985 








63 


68 


1986 








66 


73 


1987 








77 


76 


1981 


90 


84 


93 






1982 


94 


79 


83 






1983 


85 


95 


95 






1984 


86 


83 


97 






1985 


87 


86 


96 






1986 


89 


94 


94 






1987 


92 


91 


98 






1981 








66 


64 


1982 








74 


64 


1983 








77 


66 


1984 








80 


68 


1985 








71 


7r 


1986 








81 


84 


1987 








85 


82 



83 38 81 

93 81 82 

97 100 94 

98 96 100 
96 98 96 
95 96 92 
95 95 92 



88 87 86 

89 76 86 
77 93 88 
84 93 92 
86 94 93 
86 85 92 
83 92 94 



37 


20 






32 


27 


51 


61 


53 


45 


67 


57 


56 


45 


67 


67 


49 


57 


59 


66 


66 


66 


69 


65 



53 


52 






58 


31 






58 


38 


73 


78 


67 


57 


79 


79 


66 


54 


75 


82 


70 


66 


89 


78 


74 


69 


84 


75 



WPI9-98MS 



ERIC 
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Mobility Indices/ Percent Free Lunch, 
and Percent Handicapped Tested 



77 
73 



CHARLESTON COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 



Mobility Indices, Percent Free Lunch, 
and Percent Handicapped Students Tested 

Elementary Schools 



School 



Angel Oak 

Ashley River 

Berry 

Blaney 

Buist 

Bums 

Chicora 

Corcoran 

Edwards, James B* 
Sdvardst Jane 
Ellington 
Ford, Mary 
Eraser 
Frier son 
Goodwin 
Harbor View 
Hughes, Minnie 
Hunley Park 
Ladson 
Lambs 

McNair, Ronald 

Memminger 

Midlar^d Park 

Mitrliell 

Moore, Jennie 

Mt. Pleasant Academy 

Murray LaSaine 

North Charleston 

Oakland 

Orange Grove 

Park Circle 

Pepperhill 

Remount Road 

Sanders-Clyde 

Springfield 

St. Andrews 

St. James/Sr tee 

Simons, James 

Stiles Point 

Stono Park 

Sullivan's Island 

Whites ides 



no Dill uV maex 


y T?T»oo T.iinoli 


Z Handicaoned 


ICQ 




9.5 




Q Q 


8.2 


1 

JO • i 


/ J . o 


16.8 






5.6 


0 A 


ft 1 


0.8 


*an Q 


^ft n 


12.0 




ft^ fi 


9.0 




97 Q 


12.4 


ZD • Z 


1 7 n 


11.4 


1 / • U 


ft7 1 


25.4 


10 •J 


\JV • ^ 


13.0 


1 Q *J 

lo* J 


ft1 1 


15.4 


10.3 


ftQ 1 


9.9 


in o 

lu »y 


70 9 


11.7 




^vj • yj 


9.2 


1 Q 1 
lo • 1 




15.0 




87 ft 


13.0 


. . J? • 0 


9ft n 


16.0 




IS 1 


10.7 


1 Q Q 


19 6 


13.0 


Zl • O 


07 1 


13.4 


1 A /• 


79 A 


14.2 


OQ 1 

• 1 


IS n 

• yj 


13.0 


17 1 
1 / • 1 


fto n 


15.0 


17 7 
1/. / 


A1 A 


12 0 


17 Q 

1/ •y 


1 7 n 


14.0 


Ol Q 

Zj ^y 


19 1 


12.8 


29 •U 


A7 1 


5.7 


ly .4 


90 1 


11.5 


7*; 1 
ZO • 1 


22 1 


12.3 


30.3 


52.3 


15.0 


25.2 


29.0 


9.7 


38.0 


70.0 


11.0 


13.2 


100.0 


13.5 


16.4 


17.2 


12.3 


22.8 


41.4 


14.3 


8.2 


76.0 


13.0 


8.3 


70.0 


11.1 


15.8 


31.1 


11.1 


19.2 


37.0 


10.1 


12.3 


2.8 


15,0 


15.7 


20.4 


23.4 



O 74 

ERIC 
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CHARLESTON COTJNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 



Mobility Indices, Percent Free Lunch 
and Percent Handicapped Students Tested 

Middle Schools 



School 


Mobility Index 


Bimey, Alice 


25.6 


Brentwood 


25.4 


Courtenay 


8.7 


Drayton Hall 


17.3 


Fort Johnson 


9.9 


Haut Gap 


11.5 


James Island 


13.5 


Laing 


,18.1 


Momingside 


32.5 


Moultrie 


15.0 


Rivers 


12.3 


Schroder 


29.1 


Toole 


28.5 


Williams, C.E. 


16.3 



% Free Lunch 


% Handicapped 


25.5 


10.3 


37.3 


10.1 


70.4 


5.6 


12.0 


7.8 


26.3 


16.3 


52.3 


14.0 


16.1 


8.2 


25.0 


5.1 


45.8 


16.3 


16.8 


21-0 


81.1 


12.3 


71.0 


9.3 


59.0 


4.2 


28.0 


10.1 



79 



1986 Readiness Scores and BSAP Scores for First Grade 



80 



ERIC 



77 



S.C. BASIC SOLLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 
Charleston County School District 



Percentages Scoring Ready on the CSAB and Meeting BSAP Standards 
Among 1986-87 First Graders in Each School Taking Both CSAB and BSAP 









Spring 1987 BSAP 




Number of 


Fall 1986 CSAB 


% MeetinK Standard 


School 


Students 


% Ready 


Reading 


Mathematics 


Angel Oak 


154 


75Z 


86% 


83% 


Ashley River 


75 


91% 


99% 


99% 


Berry 


70 


73% 


69% 


63% 


Blaney 


55 


58% 


80% 


91% 


Bulst 


40 


100% 


100% 


98% 


Bums 


157 


62% 


71% 


71% 


Chicora 


162 


56% 


64% 


65% 


Corcoran 


106 


77% 


82% 


87% 


Edwards 9 James 


158 


82% 


87% 


87% 


Edwards 9 Jane 


26 


oar 

38% 


88% 


73% 


Ellington 


60 


72% 


70% 


85% 


Ford, Mary 


57 


63% . 


84% 


74% 


Fraser 


108 


74% 


81% 


81% 


FriersQn 


47 


68% 


70% 


79% 


Goodwin 


157 


75% 


C2% 


89% 


Harbor View 


110 


o4% 


84% 


83Ji 


Hughes » Minnie 


58 


50% 


69% 


74% 


Hunley Park 


80 


75% 


96% 


90% 


Ladson 


92 


74% 


78% 


87% 


Lambs 


103 


84% 


97% 


98% 


McNair> Ronald 


61 




75% 


70% 


Memminger 


96 


71% 


61% 


82% 


Midland Park 


90 


70% 


84% 


92% 


Mitchell 


118 


73% 


79% 


86% 


Moore^ Jennie 


111 


82% 


94% 


95% 


Mt. Pleasant Academy 


66 


71% 


85% 


83% 


Murray LaSaine 
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North Charleston 
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83 
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70% 


84% 
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97% 
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Vlhitesides 
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AL 
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1 
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?;35il'j9 
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3290 
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8.3 
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BLACK 

ASIAN-AMERICAN 
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LUNCH PROGRAM 

FREE l,UNCH 
'Rr;DiiGEPLUHCI:4'$;^ 
TOTAL F/R LUNCH 
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SCAU 
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W98 
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718 
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106.0 
0.0 



i93V8 
«2,9 
75.1 
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28.2 
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U6,0 
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?1.6 
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43i5 
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36.P 
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20,4 
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53,3 
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m 

788 
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723i 
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% 
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8TD 



80.4 
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90,8 
78.9 
.73.9 
84.P 
.75,6 
0,0 
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742 

775 

684 



686 
7«7 
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90,8 
74 
85,8 
76.7 
^5,0 



47 
67.9 
80,0 



TOTAL % 
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DW 



20.8 

2i»0 
5P.0 



103 
?8.6 
.21.7 
16.0 
50,6 
0,0 



DE 



21.5 
11,5 

100.0 



12<S 

26,1 
16.0 

6,0 

lOptQ 



Mi 



10.3 

::9,o 
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12,5 
51.7 
19.0 
29.7 
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5Q.7 
17.5 
50,0 



12,7 
2?.l 
15. Q 
20.9 



12.2 
17,4 

> 0,0 
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49.7 
13.1 
46,0 



5,4 
15.2 
i 6.4 
14.1 
2SJI 
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11.8 
6,4 

5P.0 



•^-6,6 
U.l 
13.0 
6.0 

:?0,6 
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6,2 
12.9 

93 
12.4 



27,6 
7.6 
40^0 



34.4 

6 
10 
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17.3 
10,7 
P.P 



•18,6 
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21,7 
16.0 
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25.6 
18,6 
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NUMtCR 

CS1C0 



1524 
1396 

. Z 



-t9,6 
20.2 
11. 9 
18.9 

25JJ 



42.4 
U.l 
10,6 



13,4 
28.6 
26.1 
20.0 
50,6 
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15,0 
51.3 
21,7 
29.8 



49,7 
19.3 
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% 
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81 
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TOTAL % 
NEEDING IMPROVEMENT 



HN 
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7,8 
15.2 
17.4 

4.2 
56.0 
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7,6 
17,8 
10,6 
16. 7 



4Q.:4 
8.9 
40,0 
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21.^ 
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•6^2 
24.9 
13.0 
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28.6 
15.5 
26.5 



44,0 
14.0 
16,6 
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21.P 
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p.p. 



2.4. 
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71,9 
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5.5 
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P 
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696 
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0 
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373 
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27,5 
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.*v:.47 
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16.1 
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18,0 
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99.6 
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NOTE: AREAS NEEDING IMPROVEMENT IN WRITING ARE ONLY INDICATED FOR STUDENTS WHO D^O NOT MEET THE STANDARD. 
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7W 
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•71f 
7*i 



739 
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40. 
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tiS'il 
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2.5 
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hi 
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1286 
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f559 
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U2 
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3i9,0 
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m 
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26,4 
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31,9 
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29,1 
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RE 



22,0 
16.1 

.?9.9 



:i2.6 

25,1 
..22.2 
5.3 
:£Ot0 
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21.1 
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26.6 
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X7i7 
36,1 
27,9 
34,7 
1£L 



68,8 

20. 

27.. 



26.8 



29.9 

24,9 
.32,6 



25.4 



AL 



23,4 
18;i 
59,9 



14.3 
26,8 
27,8 

5t5 
20.0 

.?6,.4 



WRITING 



TOTAL % 
NEEDING IMPROVEMENT 



NUMBER 
TiSTEO 



ISOB 

9 



.19 



% 

ABOVE 
$TD 



09.5 

100.0 

Wj9 



13.0 

a^^7 



:9.1 



0-6 



25.5 
20,6 
27.9 



1507 
W8P 
l22Q 
}300 
-1^ 



soa 

255? 
33 



16^ 
2723 
9 



?6«8 

;!44 



21.0 1 2893 



84^0 
56.2 
71,8 
58-8 



34,4 

77.9 
60.6 



HN 



P,P 
0.0 
9,9 



0.0 
9.0 
Q,Q 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 



0.0 
0,0 
0,0 
p.o 



.0,0 
0 
0.0 



99,4 
71. 6 

55,6 



i&6.9 
74,0 
45,5 



73.1 



p.o 

0.0 
0,0 



0.0 

0,0 
0,Q 



0.0 



MC 



i??.5 
10.5 

55'5 



8.5 

?5,1 
16,7 
2.6 
0.0 
30,0 



WU 



17.4 
55,6 



SF 



nil 

26,8 
15,9 
2<^.9 
i2xl 



49,7 
13.4 
21.2 



O.ft 
18.3 

22,2 



22.7 
16,6 
38,6 



17.4 



34 '7 
33.3 

0^0 
50,9 



■:'=t?i;4 

?7,? 
33, S 

•0.0 
39,9 



11.2 
37,9 

24,1 
35.5 



54,2 
18,1 
36.4 



0.^ 

23 ;4 



23.0 

21.7 
43,2 



10.6 

39,6 
13,6 
27,8 



41^6 
15,5 
24 



P 
19.4 



22.2 



?7il 
17,3 
•=3,0 



18.4 



CP 



!2'.l 

.9,9 



:.QiQ 
.P,P 
•0iO 



mil 
o;:« 

.,2..? 



,.pf.« 

ii.0SO 



.J?9 
:-vXi7, 

M:.h 



1.7 



note: areas needing improvement in writing ARE ONLY INDICATED FOR STUDENTS WHO DID NOT MEET THE STANDARD. 
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District Summary Reports 



93 

85 



SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 



DISTRICTS 1? CHARLESTON 



DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT 



COPY 1 
GRADE 1 

TEST DATE MAY 87 



SKILL AREA 



MATHEMATICS MEAN- 779 highest^: 908 

MEDIAN- 778 LOWEST- 510 
STANDARD- 700; SCORE RAHGE= 222-908 



OBJECTIVES: CONCEPTS 



OPERATIONS 



MEASUREMENT 



TOTAL 
TESTED 



4358 



ADEQUATE t 
NUMBER % 



TOTAL STUDENTS 

NEEDING 
IMPROVEMENT 
NUMBER % 



3670 



GEOMETRY 



PROBLEM SOLVING 



READING MEAN-^ 80? highest- 955 

MEDIAN- 8C3 LOWEST- 536 

1 STANDARD- 700; SCORE RAMGE« 355-955 



OBJECTIVES: DECODING & WORD MEANING 



DETAILS 



MAIN IDEA 



4360 




^0^ 
3397 



3841 



3854 



3834 



3586 



34.2 



89.5 



77.9 



88.1 



88.4 



88.0 



82.2 



91.5 



3454 



3727 



688 



456 



961 



517 



504 



524 



774 



372 



7?. 2 



85.5 



906 



633 



15.8 



10.5 



22.1 



11.9 



11.6 



12.0 



17.8 



8.5 



20.8 



14.5 



STUDENTS WHO MET STANDARD 

. NEEDING 
ADEQUATE I IMPROVEMENT 
NUMBER M NUMBER % 



mm 



3481 



3247 



3480 



3426 



3496 



3484 



3197 



3473 




94.9 



88.5 



94.8 



93.4 



95.3 



97.2 



89.2 



96.8 



189 



423 



190 



244 



5.1 



11.5 



5.2 



6.6 



174 



mm 



102 



389 



113 



4.7 



STUDENTS WHO 
DID NOT MEET STANDARD 

, , NEEDING 
ADEQUATE) IMPROVEMENT 
NUMBERS % NUMBER % 



421 



150 



361 



428 



338 




2.8 



10.8 



it. 2 



504 



257 



254 




61.2 



21.3 



52.5 



62.2 



49.1 



65.1 



33.2 



32.8 



267 



538 



327 



260 



350 



270 



517 



520 



38.8 



78.2 



47.5 



37.8 



50.9 



34.9 



66.8 



67.2 



REFERENCE USAGE 



3936 



90.3 



424 



9.7 



3524 



98.3 



62 



1.7 



412 



53.2 



362 



INFERENCE 



3745 



85. V 



615 



ANALYSIS OF UTERATURE 



3547 



81.4 



813 



14.1 



3463 



96. £ 



18.6 



3334 



93.0 



123 



3.4 



282 



36.4 



492 



252 



7.0 



213 



27.5 



561 



46.8 



63.6 



72.5 



94 



Bo 



00 



ERJ C results Indlcatd adequato ob]ectIva performanco in relation to tho total Statewide Standard. Additional Improvement may stiti t>o needed in these objectives. 



SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 



DISTRICT 1 17 CHARLESTON 



DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT 



COPY 1 
GRADE 2 

' TEST DATE: HAY S7 



MET STANDARD 

NEEDING 
IMPROVEMENT 
NUMBER *^ 



students who 
d;d not meet standard 

NEEDING 
IMPROVEMENT 
NUMBER % 




S7 

96 



00 



SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 

DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT 



COPY 1 
GRADE 3 



DISTR'.CTi 17 CHARLESTOH 



TEST DATE: MAY 87 { 



eiciLL AREA 


TOTAL 
TESTED 


n 

1 

ADEQU A 
NUMBER 


rOTAL SI 
TE • 


UDENTS 

NEEDl 
IMPROV 
NUMBER 


NG 

EMENT 
M 


STUDEN' 

NUMBER 


rSWHO 

lATP T 

•A 


METSTAh 

NEE 
IMPROV 
NUMBER 


IDARO 

DING 
EMENT 
% 


S 

DID N 

ADEQU 
NUMBER 


TUDENTi 
OT MEE1 

ATst 
% 


>WHO 
rSTANDA 

NEED 
IMPROVE 
NUMBER 


RO . 

NG 
MENT 
% 


MATHEMATICS mean- 810 highest- 1012 

MEDIAN^ 796 LOWEST- 445 

STANDARD- 700: SCORE RANGE= 155-1012 


3290 


2882 


87 .6 


408 


Ic.t 






' -'f ■ 

- ■ 


'-«.- 




!.'!• 


o'^tfi I 




OBJECTIVES: CONCEPTS ^ 




2765 


84.0 


525 


16.0 


2604 


90.4 


278 


9.6 


161 


39.5 


247 


60.5 


OPERATIONS ' 




3064 


93.1 


226 


6.9 


2801 


97.2 


81 


2.8 


265 


64.5 


145 


55.5 


MEASUREMENT 




260S 


79.1 


687 


20.9 


2453 


85.1 


429 


14.9 


150 


36.8 


258 


63.2 


GEOMETRY ^ 




3212 


97.6 


78 


2.4 


£348 


98.8 


34 


1.2 


364 


89.2 


44 


10.8 


PROBLEM SOLVING 




2487 


75.6 


805 


24.4 


2409 


83.6 


473 


16.4 


78 


19.1 


330 


80.9 


READING MEAN- 804 highest- 951 

MEDIAN- 799 LOWEST- 547 
STANDARD- 700; SCORE RAHGE= 318-951 


3291 


3082 


93.6 


209 


6.4 




>%'.',; 






'.1'. H'* r 








OBJECTIVES; DECODING & WORD MEANING 




3081 


93.6 


210 


6.4 


2965 


96.2 


117 


3.8 


116 






•It « 3 


DETAILS 




3046 


92.6 


245 


7.4 


2967 


96.3 


115 


3.7 


79 


37.8 


130 


62.2 


MAIN IDEA 


nMi 


3017 


91.7 


274 


8.3 


2922 


94.8 


160 


5.2 


95 


45.5 


114 


54.5 


REFERENCE USAGE 


'mm, 


3092 


94.0 


199 


6.0 


2969 


96.3 


113 


3.7 


123 


58.9 


86 


41.1 


INFERENCE 




1 3059 


93.0 


232 


7.0 


2984 


96.8 


98 


3.2 




35.9 


134 


64.1 


ANALYSIS OF LITERATURE 




1 3078 


93.5 


213 


6.5 


2969 


96.3 


113 


3.7 


1 109 


52.2 


100 


47 3 



S3 93 



0) 
0) 



results indicate edequate oblectlva performance In rela^ n to the total Statewide Standard. Additional Improvement may still be needed In these objectives. 



SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 



DISTRICT t 17 CHARLESTON 



DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT 



COPY 1 
GRADE 6 

TEST DATE: MAY 87 



SKILL AREA 



MATHEMATICS mean= 753 highest- 1082 

MEDIANS 7<i2 LOWEST = 365 

STANDARD- 700: SCORE RAHGE= 277-1082 



TOTAL 
TESTED 



ADEQUATE t 



TOTAL STUDENTS 

NEEDING 
IMPROVEMENT 



NUMBER 



OBJECTIVES: CONCEPTS 

OPERATIONS 



MEASUREMENT 



GEOMETRY 



PROBLEM SOLVING 



READING 

STANDARD- 700; 



MEAN- 777 HIGHEST- 1002 
MEDIAN- 772 LCWEST- '450 

SCORE RAHGE= 257-1002 



OBJECTIVES: DECODING & WORD MEANING 
DETAILS 



MAIN IDEA 



REFERENCE USAGE 



INFERENCE 



ANALYSIS OF LITERATURE 



WRITING MEAN- 3.0 HIGHEST- . 0 

MEDIAN- 3.0 LOWEST- 0.0 
STANDARD" 3; SCORE RANGE - 0 - 4 



2922 I 2177 



2507 
2186 
2037 



2102 



2318 



NUMBER 



7'i.5 



85.8 
7<i.8 
69.7 



71.9 



79.3 



2928 I 2455 



2316 
2'i37 



26<«3 



2658 



2514 



2275 



OBJECTIVES- HANDWRITING 



MECHANICS 



WORD USAGE 



SENTENCE FORMATIOtI 



COMPOSITICM 



2922 I 2261 



83.8 



79.1 
83.2 



90.3 



90.8 



85.9 



77.7 



77.4 



STUDENTS WHO MET STANDARD 

NEEDING 
IMPROVEMENT 



ADEQUATE i 



745 



415 
736 
885 



820 



604 



473 



612 
491 



285 



270 



414 



653 



661 



NUMBER 



25.5 



14.2 
25.2 
30.3 



2044 
1900 
1804 



28.1 I 1830 



20.7 



2027 



16.2 



20.9 
16.8 



2138 
2262 



9.7 I 2373 



9.2 I 2377 



14.1 I 2322 



22.3 I 2139 



22.6 



NUMBER 



93.9 
87.3 
82.9 



84.1 



93.1 



87.1 
92.1 



96.7 



96.8 



94.6 



133 
277 
373 



347 



150 



317 
193 



6.1 
12.7 
17.1 



15.9 



6.9 



STUDENTS WHO 
DID NOT MEET STANDARD 

NEEDING 



ADEQUATE i 



NUMBER 



463 
286 
233 



272 



291 



12.9 
7.9 



82 



78 



133 



I 



3.3 



3.2 



5.4 



62.1 
38.4 



31.3 



36.5 



39.1 



270 



281 



192 



659 



308 



168 



224 



604 



note: AREAS NEEDIN G IMPROVEMENT IN WRITING ARE ONLY I NDICATED FOR STUDENTS WHO DID NO! Mbbi .HL STANDARD. 



57.1 



59.4 



40.6 



IMPROVEMENT 
NUMBER 



282 
459 



512 



473 



454 



203 



192 



281 



99.7 



46.6 



25.4 



33.9 



91.4 



353 



493 



437 



57 



C D?re results Indicate adequate ot,Jective pertormance In relation to the total statewide Standard. Additional Improvemant may still be needed in these oblectlves. 



iOi 



57.9 
61.6 



68.7 



63.5 



60.9 




66 



SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 

DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT 



DISTRICT ( 17 CHARLESTON 



COPY 1 
GRADE 8 

TEST DATE: MAY 87 



SKILL AREA 


TOTAL 
TESTED 


TOTAL SI 

ADEQUATE t 
NUMBER 1 % 


liDENTS 

! NPFD 
IMPROV 


NG 

EMENT 
% 


STUDEN 

ADEQL 
NUMBER 


TSWHO 

lATet 


METSTAf 

NEE 
IMPROV 
NUMBER 


IDARD 

DING 
CEMENT 
% 


s 

DSDN 

ADEQU 
NUMBER 


TUDENTI 
0TMEE1 

ATEi 
•A 


S WHO 
r STANDA 

NEED 
IMPROVE 
NUMBER 


RD ..■ 
NG ■ 
MENT 
% 


MA incM Allied MfeAN* f oy nlbHcbl^lUO/ 
MEDIAN- 736 LO»/^ST« 472 

STANDARD- 70C SCORE RAN6E= 329-1067 


2901 


2018 


69.6 


883 


30.4 


#f 
















OBJECTIVES: COnCcrTa 




17o*» 


61 * 3 


1117 


38.5 


1575 


78 .0 


443 


22*0 


209 


23.7 


674 


76.3 


OPERATIONS 




ZitH 


fti ft 

oi .o 




1 A ? 


19B7 




61 


3*0 


417 


47.2 


466 


52.8 


MEASUREMENT 




1996 


DO *0 


one 


^1 ? 

JX * b 


1700 

X « uu 




318 


15«8 


296 


33.5 


587 


66.5 


GEOMETRY 




2279 


78.6 




?1 A 

bX « f 


11(67 

XOO f 


92 5 

7b • 


151 


7.5 


412 


46.7 


471 


.53.3 


PROBLEM SOLVING 




2012 


69.4 


ooy 




1710 

X f X7 




299 


14*8 


293 


33.2 


590 


66.8 


READING MEAN- 76h HIGHEST- 968 
MEDIAN- 761 LOWEST- 404 

STANDARD- 700; SCORE RANGE= 277-968 


2903 


2284 


78.7 


619 


21.3 


«f 
















OBJECTIVES: DECODING & WORD MEANING 




2336 


80.5 


567 


19.5 


2090 


91.5 


194 


8.5 


246 


39.7 


373 


60.3 


DETAILS 




2636 


90.8 








Oft 7 




X • o 


oo^ 


61 7 

O X . f 


237 


38.3 


MAIN IDEA 




2290 


78.9 


613 


21*1 


2066 


A A C 

90 • 5 


91 ft 


o it 


99d 


9 

OO . £ 




OO . o 


REFERENCE USAGE 




2345 


80.8 


e c o 

558 


19 .2 




91 4 9 


1 fti^ 

loo 


ft 1 
O * 1 


9^7 
fc4/ 




^7? 


60 1 


INFERENCE 




2167 


74.6 


736 


25.4 


OA C A 


o9 • 9 




in 1 

lU • 1 


11^ 
1 xo 


xc . o 




81 7 
ox . t 


ANALYSIS OF UTERAVURE 




229S 


79.0 


610 


21 . 0 


^U77 


9x • 9 


1 Hit 
103 


ft 1 

o • 1 


1 Qd 
X V4 


^1 ^ 
ox . o 




68 7 


WRITING MEAN- 3.0 HIGHEST- 4*0 

MEDIAN- 3*0 LOWEST- 0*0 
STANDARD- 3; SCORE RANGE- 0 « 4 


2893 


2115 


73.1 


778 


26.9 












f < »» - 






OBJECTIVES: HANDWRITING 




















778 


100.6 


0 


0.0 


MECHANICS 






'imm 














276 


35.5 


502 


64.5 


Q O WORD USAGE 


'MB 














>• 4' v*^ 




136 


17.5 


642 


82.5 


SENTENCE FORMATION 




















246 


31.6 


532 


68.4 


FRIP" COMPOSITION 












1 ir>i:?\iTo till 








730 


93.8 


4f 


36.2 



'These results Indicate adequate objective performance In relation to tha totat.statewlde Standard. .AdkjIIUonjI Jmprpyema^^^ maY.stlll.be needed In these objectlves. 



Percent Needing Improvement on Each BSAP Objective 
for Individual Schools 



104 

91 



t 



SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 

DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL 



OISmCTt 17 CHARLESTON 





MATHEMATICS 


i READING 




TOTAL MATH N 
MEAN & MEDIAN 
SCALE SCORES 


HO 1 




PERCENT NEEDING 
IMPROVEMENT 




zj 


HQ 
Tltt 


PERCENT NEEDING 
lUPROVEMENT 


NAMP 


NUMBER & PERCE 
MEETING STANDS 
OF 700 


(0 
H- 
Cl 
lAJ 
O 

z 

8 


CO 

O 

i 

UJ 

o. 
O 


UJ 

2 

UJ 

Q£ 

UJ 

2 


>: 

tn 

2 

s 


PROBLEM 
SOLVING 


TOTAL REi\DlNG 
MEAN & MEDIAI 
SCALE SCORES 


NUMBER & PERCE 
MEETING STANDS 
OF 700 


DECODING & 
WORD MEANING 


i 


< 

u) 

9 
z 
< 


REFERENCE 
USAGE 


z 

UJ 

q: 

81 

Z 


ANALYSIS OF 
UTERATURE 


002 

ANGEL OAK EL 


161 

7SA 
745 


152 
82*0 


19.5 


LI. 7 


10.6 


17.4 


16.6 


161 
796 
799 


156 
64.5 


10.6 


14.9 


12.4 


11.2 


9.5 


20.5 


09d 

ASHLEY RIVER £LEM 


77 
636 

647 


76 
98*7 


2.6 


10.4 


1.5 


2.6 


0.0 


77 
661 
899 


76 
96.7 


1.5 


5.2 


5.9 


0.0 


2.6 


5.9 


066 

BERRY J HOHARD EL 


81 

741 
759 


50 
61.7 


16.0 


42.0 


21.0 


17.3 


24.7 


81 

770 
767 


54 
66.7 


17.5 


25.9 


50.9 


25.9 


21.0 


28.4 


004 

BLANEY ELEM 


59 
609 
817 


55 
89.8 


5,1 


11.9 


6.8 


6.6 


11.9 


59 
829 
850 


47 
79.7 


11.9 


16.6 


6.8 


8.5 


15.5 


10.2 


099 

BUIST ACADEHY 


40 
858 
646 


40 
100.0 


0.0 


7.5 


2.5 


0.0 


2.5 


40 
895 
925 


40 
100.0 


0.0 


2.5 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


069 

BURNS EDHUND A ELEH 


164 
745 
757 


118 
72.0 


19.5 


55.4 


19.5 


18.5 


17.7 


164 
762 
749 


117 
71.5 


14.0 


51.1 


25.6 


18.9 


26.2 


29.9 


090 

CHICORA ELEH 


168 
721 
721 


110 
65.5 


20.6 


36.5 


16.7 


25.2 


23.2 


169 

750 
722 


107 
65.5 


18.5 


38.5 


26.6 


25.4 


24.5 


54.9 


021 

CORCORAN A C ELEM 


121 
765 
765 


105 
65.1 


17.4 


15.7 


15.2 


14.0 


14.0 


121 
766 
761 


100 
82.6 


5.0 


24.0 


17.4 


10.7 


14.9 


19.6 


1 I^ROS JAMES B ELEM 


167 
765 
787 


145 
86.8 


12.0 


24.6 


7.6 


5.4 


10.2 


166 

642 
660 


147 
87.5 


1.2 


13.7 


11.5 


11.5 


9.5 


15.1 



COPY 1 

GRADE 1 

TEST DATE I HAY 67 
TOTAL TESTEDi 4561 



108 



ERIC 



SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM c«.v i 

DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL GRADE 1 



DISTRXCTt 17 CHARLESTa4 



1 

i 

NAME 


MATHEMATICS 


READING 


TOTAL MMm n 
MEAN & MEDIAN 
SCALE SCORES 


HO 


PERCENT NEE 


DING 


TOTAL READING N 
MEAN & MEDIAN 
SCALE SCORES 


zo: 


PEF 
11 


(CENT ^ 

jipROve 


lEbUINC 






NUMBER & PERCEl 
MEETING STANDAl 
OF 700 


in 

H 
a 

Ui 
U 

z 

8 


in 
z 
O 

!5 

q: 

Ui 

a 
0 


z 

UJ 
UJ 

q: 

i 


> 

b 

O 

UJ 

e> 


PROBLEM 
SOLVING 


NUMBER & FERCE 
MEETING STANDS 
OF 700 


DECODING & 
WORD MEANING 


UJ 

O 


IS 

o 
z 
< 


REFERENCE 
USAGE 


UJ 

u 
z 

UJ 

q: 

UJ 

u. 
z 


ANALYSIS OF 
LITERATURE 


023 

rOHAHDS JANE EL 


30 
757 
755 


23 
76*7 


36.7 


16.7 


16.7 


3.3 


23.3 


30 
767 
740 


27 
90.0 


10.0 


23.5 


20.0 


0.0 


20.0 


23.3 


024 

ELLINGTON EL 


66 
753 
752 


56 
84.8 


13.6 


16.7 


13.6 


21.2 


13.6 


66 
772 
774 


47 
71.2 


18.2 


25.8 


24.2 


6.1 


10.6 


31.8 


025 

FORD HARY EL 


58 
741 
747 


43 
74.1 


15.5 


27.6 


19.0 


15.5 


15.5 


58 
779 
754 


48 
82.8 


12.1 


27.6 


10.3 


10.3 


17.2 


24.1 


019 

FRASER ELEM 


113 
773 
774 


91 

8Q.5 


11.5 


16.8 


8.8 


20.4 


18.6 


113 
796 
779 


91 
80.5 


13.3 


23.0 


15.9 


e.8 


15.9 


25.7 


028 

FRIERSON EDITH L 


49 

752 
755 


39 
79.6 


8.2 


38.8 


20.4 


8.2 


18.4 


49 
782 
801 


33 
67.3 


8.2 


22.4 


32.7 


18.4 


18.4 


26.5 


092 

GOODHIN H a ELEH 


184 
782 
773 


162 


10.3 


26.1 


8.7 


11.4 


13.0 


184 
807 
802 


150 
81.5 


6.5 


26.1 


9.2 


11.4 


11.4 


17.4 


031 

HARBOR VIEH ELEHENTARY 


114 
785 
797 


94 
82.5 


7.9 


25.4 


13.4 


9.6 


9.6 


114 
839 
871 


95 
83.3 


8.8 


14.0 


14.0 


7.9 


10.5 


16.7 


033 

HUGHES HINNIE ELEH 


59 
742 
738 


43 
72.9 


6.8 


28.8 


18.6 


13.6 


18.6 


59 

740 
757 


40 
67.8 


23.7 


27.1 


23.7 


20.3 


S5.7 


35.6 


034 

HUNLEY PARR ELEH 


108 
791 
790 


94 
87.0 


1 11.1 
1 


X7.6 


11.1 


11.1 


5.^ 


100 
i 834 
848 


101 
93. £ 


2.8 


\ 11.1 


4.6 


3.7 


5.6 


11.1 



0367A3 

er|c 



TFST DATE: MAY 87 
TOTAL TESTED: 4361 
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SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 

DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL 



OISnaCTt 17 CHARLESTON 



MATHEMATICS 



READING 



NAME 


TOTAL MATH N 
MEAN & MEDIAN 
SCALE SCORES 


HO 


PERCENT NE 
IMPROVEM 


EDING 
ENT 


TOTAL READING N 
MEAN & MEDIAN 
SCALE SCORES 


NUMBER & PERCENT 
MEETING STANDARD 
OF 700 


PERCENT NEEDING 
IMPROVEMENT 


NUMBER & PERCE 
MEETING STANW 
OF 700 


(0 
a. 

lU 

U 
z 
P 
0 


(fl 
z 
O 

i 

lU 

O 


H 
Z 
LU 

2 

Ul 
IC 

z> 

ul 
2 


i 

O 

Ul 

O 


go 


DECODING & 
WORD MEANING 


3 

g 

o 


9 

z 
5 


UJ 

So 


UJ 

O 
z 

UJ 

q: 

UJ 

u. 
z 


ANALYSIS OF 
UTERATURE 


037 

LAOSON EL 


109 
709 
802 


93 
o6*l 


1 C 7 
M. / 




0 X 

7.9 


? 7 


7.9 


108 
fti 1 

816 


84 

77 A 


0.9 


23.1 


X9.4 


9.3 


16.7 


19.4 


LAmS ELEH 


118 

olo 
628 


113 
95*6 


2.5 


Xd.O 


c o 

0. 7 


ft e 


A. / 


118 

AAA 

865 


111 

94 1 


5.1 




6.6 


3.4 


5.1 


7.6 


044 

MEHHIHGER EL 


103 
766 
757 


84 
81*6 


17 •o 


1 o & 
17. 




X7."V 


.O 


103 
751 
7S2 


65 
63.1 


6.8 


34.0 


35.0 




32.0 


30.1 


046 

HIDLANO PARK EL 


101 
813 
827 


93 
92.1 




o o 


£>.M 




ft 4 

O. 7 


102 
828 
839 


87 
85.3 


3.9 


20.6 


11.8 


6.9 


9.6 


12.7 


047 

NITCHELL EL 


123 
790 
805 


106 
86.2 


9.8 


18.7 


11.4 


10.6 


23.6 


123 
812 
608 


98 
79.7 


8.9 


15.4 


15.4 


13.0 


17.1 


19.5 


048 

HOOftE JENNIE EL 


122 
821 
830 


116 
95.1 


3.3 


16.4 


4.9 


2.5 


4.9 


122 
640 
650 


114 
93.4 


2.5 


18.9 


6.6 


3.3 


8.2 


8.2 


051 

HT PLEASANT ACAOEHY 


72 
791 
797 


58 
80.6 


9.7 


20.8 


11.1 


5.6 


13.9 


72 
812 
798 


60 
83.3 


5.6 


20.8 


9.7 


6.3 


19.4 


16.x 


053 

HURRAY LASAINE ELEH 


116 

780 
782 


98 
64.5 


8.6 


26.7 


6.9 


14.7 


12.1 


116 
795 
767 


95 
81.9 


13.8 


24.1 


12.9 


13.6 


19.8 


19.0 


054 

l||i^0^HARLESTON ELEH 


' 69 
763 

754 


60 
87.0 


13.0 


18.8 


10.1 


14.5 


10.1 


69 

794 
780 


60 
87.0 


8.7 


X4.5 


13.0 


10.1 


10.1 


X4.5 



COPY X 

GRADE 1 

TEST DATE: HAY 87 
TOTAL TESTED; 436X 
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SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 

DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL 



OISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON 





MATHEMATICS 


READING 




TOTAL MAIM M 
MEAN & MEDIAN 
SCALE SCORES 




PERCENT NEEDING 

lUPPnX/PMPNT 


TOTAL READING M 
MEAN & MEDIAN 
SCALE SCORES 


zq: 


PERCENT I 
IMPROV/E 


lEEDINC 
EMENT 


y 




1 

NAME 


NUMBER & PERCE 
MEETING STANDA 
OF 700 


CO 

Q. 
UJ 

o 
z 

8 


m 
z 
O 

< 

UJ 

a 
O 


z 

UJ 

UJ 
Of 

i 


> 

o 

UJ 

O 


2(3 

UJz 

go 


NUMBER & PERCE 
MEETING STANW 
OF 700 


DECODING & 
WORD MEANING 


< 

tu 
o 


9 
< 

2 


Ui 

X UJ 

si 

UJ 


UJ 

o 
z 

UJ 

UJ 
U. 

z 


ANALYSIS OF 
UTERATURE 


056 

OAKLAND ELEM 


113 
777 
776 


90 
79.6 


13.3 


30.1 


10.6 


15.9 


15.9 


113 
807 
811 


94 
83.2 


10.6 


20.4 


11.5 


9.7 


15.9 


21.2 


057 

ORANGE GROVE ELEH 


136 
796 
798 


123 
90.4 


7.4 


10.3 


8.8 


10.3 


3.7 


136 
838 
839 


126 
92.6 


5.9 


16.2 


4.4 


2.2 


9.6 


12.5 


058 

PARK CIRLE EL 


73 
799 
795 


67 
91.8 


4.1 


16.4 


13.7 


13.7 


6.8 


72 
843 
849 


66 
91.7 


6.9 


12.5 


6.9 


4.2 


6.9 


8.3 


059 

PEPPERHILL ELEH 


147 
759 
750 


115 
78.2 


8.8 


30.6 


21.x 


12.2 


4.1 


147 
797 
787 


116 

-a.9 


4.1 


25.2 


14.3 


5.4 


17.7 


21.1 


C93 

REMourrr road elek 


91 
761 
757 


78 
85.7 


6.6 


18.7 


9.9 


12.1 


16.5 


91 
769 
762 


63 
69.2 


14.3 


33.0 


29.7 


13.2 


18.7 


31.9 


094 

RONALD E mWklR 


62 
753 
734 


44 
71.0 


11.3 


24.2 


16.1 


17.7 


17.7 


62 
772 
771 


47 
75.8 


12.9 


21.0 


22.6 


21.0 


25.8 


16.1 


067 

SANDERS CLYDE cLtn 


101 
773 

784 


83 
82.2 


9.9 


21.8 


21.8 


16.8 


13.9 


101 
793 
785 


80 
79.2 


10.9 


23.8 


20.8 


10.9 


16.8 


19.8 


069 

SIMONS JAMES EL 


163 
781 
778 


141 
86.5 


3.1 


23.3 


11.0 


8.6 


10.4 


163 
823 
821 


144 
88.3 


11.0 


15.3 


10.4 


4.9 


6.7 


16.0 


070 

SPRINGFIELD EL 


145 
831 

852 


137 
94.5 


2.8 


13.8 


4.1 


4.8 


6.2 


145 
867 
888 


138 
95.2 


2.8 


9.7 


4.8 




4.8 


4.8 



COPY 1 

GRADE 1 

TEST DATE: HAY 87 
TOTAL TESTED* 4361 

4 ^ 



112 



0387A3 
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SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 

DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL 



OlSTUCTi 17 CHARLESTON 



ERLC 

p^- 





. MATHEMATICS 


READING 


NAME 


TOTAL MATH N 
MEAN & MEDIAN 
SCALE SCORES 


HO 


PERCENT NEI 
IMPROVEM 


EDING 
ENT 


TOTAL READING N 
MEAN & MEDIAN 
SCALE SCORES 


HQ 

ZqC 


PEI 
\ 


RCENT NEEDIN( 
MPROVEMENT 






NUMBER & PERCE 
MEETING STANDA 
OF 700 


h- 

Ol 
UJ 

U 
z 

8 


CO 

z 
O 

Ui 

Ol 

0 


Z 
UJ 

2 

UJ 

q: 
z> 

0) 

iS 

2 


>- 

b 

e 


PROBLEM 
SOLVING 


NUMBER & PERa 
MEETING STANDS 
•OF 700 


o 

^? 1 

14 Z 

is 

OS 

§g 


1 

o 


gi 
9 

z 
< 
2 


REFERENCE 
USAGE 


UJ 

o 
z 

UJ 

q: 

UJ 

u. 
z 


ANALYSIS OF 
LITERATURE 


064 

ST ANOREHS EL 


103 
779 
779 


89 
86.4 


9.7 


17.5 


8.7 


11.7 


14.6 


103 
781 
768 


80 
77.7 


11.7 


25.2 


17.5 


8.7 


18.4 


25.2 


097 

ST JAHES SAHTEE ELEM 


102 
781 
775 


87 
85.3 


3.8 


35.3 


6.9 


7.8 


11.8 


102 
766 

752 


73 
71.6 


11.8 


36.3 


16.7 


10.8 


22.5 


26.5 


072 

SnLES POINT EL 


118 
800 
802 


105 
89.0 


8.5 


8.5 


12.7 


11.0 


8.5 


118 
831 
848 


103 
87.3 


8.5 


13.6 


10.2 


6.8 


10.2 


14.4 


073 

t^ONO PARK EL 


94 
763 
758 


78 
33.0 


10.6 


?/*.5 


30.9 


4.3 


-.4 


94 
784 
784 


77 
81.9 


5.3 


25.5 


18.1 


8.5 


17.0 


24.£ 


074 

SULLXVANS ISLAND EL 


65 
795 
790 


62 
95.4 


6.2 


21.5 


4c6 


1.5 


1.5 


65 
895 
923 


63 
96.9 


l.S 


9.2 


1.5 


0.0 


3.1 


3.1 


079 

HHITESIDE MAMIE EL 


94 
790 
794 


78 
83.0 


8.5 


21.3 


10.6 


10.6 


16.0 


94 
835 
835 


86 
91.5 


3.2 


14.9 


9.6 


4.3 


7.4 


8.5 






































































1 





























COPY 1 

GRADE 1 

TEST DATEt MAY- 87 
TOTAL TESTEOl 4361 



U4 



SOUTH CAROLINA BASSC SKSLLS ASSESSMENT PRGGRA^li 

DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL 



OlSmC.'j 17 CHARLESTON 



MATHEMATICS 





TOTAL MATH N 
MEAN & MEDIAN 
SCALE SCORE3 


HQ 


PERCENT NEEDING 
IMPRnV/PMFNT 


TOTAL READING? N 
MEAN & MEDIAN 
SCALE SCORES 


5-Q 
ZQ£ 


PERCENT NEEDIN( 
IMPROVEMENT 


!9 




NAME 


NUMBER & PERCE 
MEETING SYANDA 
OF 700 


(0 

o. 
Ill 
U 
z 

8 


(0 

z 
O 

< 

UJ 

a. 
O 


UJ 

2 

UJ 

2 


> 

o 

UJ 

O 


PROBLEM 
SOLVING 


NUMBER & PERCE 
MEETING STAND/! 
OF 700 


DECODING & ' 
WORD MEANING 1 


< 
o 


i 

Si 

o 

< 

2 


REFERENCE 
USAGE 


UJ 

O 
z 

UJ 
Of 
UJ 

u. 
z 


ANAL/SIS OF 
LITERATURE 


002 

ANGcL OAK EL 


144 
796 
788 


129 
89.6 


2.1 


17.4 


7.6 


7.6 


7.6 


791 
797 


126 
87.5 


12.5 


13.9 


6.3 


13.2 


11.6 


10.4 


098 

ASHLEY KiVEn cLm 


75 
862 
874 


74 
98.7 


1.3 


5.3 


4.0 


4.0 


2.7 


75 
853 
868 


73 
97.3 


6.7 


4.0 


1.3 


4.0 


2.7 


2.7 


086 

DcRRY J MCjHARO tu 


65 
754 
732 


48 
73.8 


10.8 


32.3 


30.8 


20.0 


16.9 


65 

744 
740 


41 
63.1 


32.3 


33.6 


21.5 


33.8 


32.3 


29.2 


004 

oi met/ CI cii 


53 
740 
717 


35 
66.0 


3.8 


34.0 


32.1 


15.1 


24.5 


53 
747 
745 


35 
66.0 


22.6 


35.8 


5.7 


30.2 


30.2 


28.3 


099 

miTCT APAHCMV 
DUISI AUAUcni 


40 
865 
872 


40 
100.0 


CO 


7.5 


2.5 


2.5 


0.0 


40 
680 
891 


40 
100.0 


2.5 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


089 

fiURMS EDMtffl A ELEM 


129 
769 
767 


103 
79.8 


3.9 


27.1 


13.2 


13.2 


11.6 


129 
775 
771 


108 
83.7 


19.4 


19.4 


14.7 


16.3 


15.5 


16.3 


090 

CHZCORA ELEM 


110 
746 
734 


82 
74.5 


6.4 


41.8 


20.0 


10.0 


21.8 


110 
746 
745 


72 
61). 5 


20.0 


30.9 


17.3 


32.7 


23«6 


30.0 


021 

CORCORAN A C ELEM 


59 
828 
827 


59 
100.0 


0.0 


11.9 


8.5 


0.0 


0.0 


59 
813 
802 


57 
96«6 


11.9 


5.1 


1.7 


3.4 


5.1 


6.8 


082 

EDHARDS JAMES 8 ELEM 


151 
819 
820 


138 
91.4 


2.0 


21.2 


5.3 


6.0 


6.6 


151 
846 
1 853 


149 
98.7 


2.0 


6.0 


1.3 


6.6 


1.3 


0.7 



READING 



a367A3 

ER?C; 



COPY I 

GRADE 2 

TEST DATE I MAY 87 
TOTAL TESTEOj 35M 
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116 



SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 

DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL 



I OISnaCTs 17 CHARLESTON 





MATHEMATICS 


READING 


NAMc 


TOTAL MATH N 
MEAN & MEDIAN 
SCALE SCORES 




PERCENT NEEDING 
IMPROV/EMEMT 


TOTAL READING N 
MEAN & MEDIAN 
SCALE SCORES 




PE 


RCENT NEEDINI 
MPROVEMENT 




NUMBER & PERCE 
MEETING STANDA 
OF 700 


(2 

Si 
o 
z 

Q 

O 


(/) 
z 
O 

i 

0 


lU 

2 

UJ 

cc 
2 


2 

s 

O 


is 


NUMBER & PERCE 
MEETING STANW 
OF 700 


DECODING & 
WORD MEANING 


i 

Q 


s 

o 
< 

2 


REFERENCE 
USAGE 


Yi 

u 
z 

UJ 

oc 

UJ 
IL 

r 


ANALYSIS OF 
UTERATURE 


023 

EDHAROS JANE EL 


21 
694 
690 


10 
47.6 


a c 
9.0 


# O.Z 


At. 3 


XX X 


14 X 


21 
735 


14 

VO. 9 


X7. W 


58.1 


14.3 


33.5 


25.8 


28.6 


024 

EUZNOTON EL 


49 
786 
781 


45 
91.8 




Ifi A. 


19 9 


10.2 


4.1 


49 

OUO 

815 


64 

07.0 


14 X 


10.2 


10.2 


2.0 


10.2 


10.2 


025 

FORD HARY EL 


48 

9 9*9 

768 


41 
85*4 


Z. 1 




XO. 9 


4 2 




48 
783 
784 


43 
89.6 


14.6 


16.7 


4.2 


16.7 


14.6 


6.5 


019 

FRASER ELEH 


95 
791 
789 


80 
84.2 


4>.<l> 


99 1 


99 1 


A 4 


15.7 


95 
791 
795 


7t 
80.0 


11.6 


20.0 


17.9 


16.8 


14.7 


10.5 


028 

FRIERSON EDITH L 


35 
767 
737 


26 
74.3 


5.7 


51.4 


14.5 


8.6 


8.6 


55 
775 
777 


27 
77.1 


5.7 


20.0 


20.0 


20.0 


11.4 


22.9 


092 

GOODHIN H 8 ELEH 


129 
856 
884 


122 
94.6 


2.3 


12.4 


5.9 


5.9 


5.9 


129 
847 
861 


122 
H.6 


5.1 


7.0 


4.7 


7.0 


4.7 


5.9 


031 

HARBOR VIEH ELE^IENTARY 


111 
798 

804 


98 
88.3 


2.7 


21.6 


9.9 


9.0 


6.5 


111 
785 
781 


91 
82.0 


9.0 


21.6 


11.7 


20.7 


18.0 


19.8 


033 

HUGHES HINNIE ELEH 


39 
751 
743 


32 
82.1 


12.8 


25.6 


20.5 


10.5 


12.8 


59 
748 
765 


50 
76.9 


15.4 


55.3 


7.7 


25.1 


25.1 


15.4 


i47 

034 

HUNLEY PARK ELEH 


102 
812 
811 


96 
94.1 


2.9 


21.6 


9.8 


4.9 


5.9 


102 
811 

821 


91 
89.2 


12.7 


18.6 


5.9 


6.8 


7.8 


9.8 



ERIC 



copy 1 
GRADE 2 

TEST DATEt HAY 87 
TOTAL TESTED! 5595 
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ft") 



SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC CKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 

DKSTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL 



OZSTRICTt 17 CHARLESTON 



1 MATHEMATICS 


READYING 




TOTAL MATH N 
MEAN & MEDIAN 
SCALE SCORES 


HQ 
zo: 


PERCENT NEEDING 
IklPRnVFUFNT 


zl 


HQ 
zo: 


PERCENT 1 
IMPROVI 


^EEDINC 
=MENT 






NAME 


NUMBER & PERCE 
MEETING STANDA 
OF 700 


}2 

OL 
UJ 

a 
z 

8 


(A 
Z 
O 

b 

UJ 

OL 

O 


UJ 

3 

UJ 

2 


O 

UJ 

O 


PROBLEM 
SOLVING 


TOTAL READING 
MEAN & MEDIAl 
SCALE SCORES 


NUMBER & PERCE 
MEETING STANW 
OF 700 


DECODING & 
WORD MEANING 


< 

Q 


IS 

O 

z 
< 


REFERENCE 
USAGE 


UJ 

z 

UJ 
Z 


rim 


037 

LADSON EL 


n 

802 
797 


66 
93.0 


8.5 


11.3 


5.6 


5.6 


4.2 


71 
604 
605 


65 
91.5 


7.0 


11.3 


7.0 


12.7 


5.6 


11.3 


039 

LAHBS ELEH 


86 
815 
817 


83 
96.5 


3.5 


16.5 


J0.5 


1.2 


4.7 


66 
611 
611 


60 
93.0 


3.5 


11.6 


5.8 


10.5 


7,0 


12.8 


044 

HEHHINGER EL 


81 
795 
778 


76 
93.8 


1.2 


24.7 


16.0 


4.9 




81 

766 
765 


65 
Cu.2 


16.0 


23.5 


18.5 


21. 0 


17.3 


16.0 


04f 

HIOLANO PARK £L 


61 

862 
678 


58 
95.1 


0.0 


4.9 


6.6 


0.0 


3.3 


61 
621 
832 


57 
93.4 


9.8 


13.1 


0.0 


9.8 


9.8 


4.9 


047 

HITCHELL EL 


90 
826 
827 


87 
96.7 


0.0 


8.9 


5.6 


l.L 


10.0 


90 
815 
814 


84 
93.3 


12.2 


16.7 


1.1 


11.1 


• J. 2 


7.8 


048 

HOORE JENNIE EL 


125 
834 
845 


120 
96.0 


0.0 


16.0 


4.0 


1.6 


7.2 


127 
810 
819 


109 
85.8 


9.4 


18.9 


8.7 


7.1 


15.7 


6.3 


051 

HT PLEASANT ACADEMY 


49 
794 
789 


47 
95.9 


0.0 


36.8 


6.2 


2.0 


6.1 


49 
826 
836 


48 
98.0 


0.0 


8.2 


2.0 


6.1 


4.1 


8.2 


053 

HURRAY LASAINE ELEM 


113 
825 
830 


106 
93.8 


0.9 


20.4 


4.4 


4.4 


4*4 


113 
821 
824 


1' \ 
91.2 


5.3 


12.4 


7.1 


7.1 


7.1 


9.7 


054 

NORTH CHARLESTON ELEH 


52 
783 
768 


47 
90.4 


3.8 


19.2 


17.3 


13.5 


[ 15.4 

1 


52 
604 
608 


48 
92.3 


5.8 


5.8 


1.9 


17.3 


13.5 


7.7 



0367A3 

ERIC 



1.1.9 



COPY 1 

GRADE 2 

TEST DATCi HAY 87 
TOTAL TESTED t 3595 
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SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 

DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL 



DISTRICTt 17 CHARLESTON 



MATHEMATICS 



READING 



NAME 


TOTAL MATH N 
MEAN & MEDIAN 
SCALE SCORES 


HQ 


PERCENT NEEDING 
IMPROVEMENT 


TOTAL READING N 
MEAN & MEDIAN 
SCALE SCORES 




PERCENT NEEDINi 
IMPROVEMENT 






UJ ^ 

^ 


UJ 

o 
z 

8 


CO 

z 
O 

u 


2 

UJ 

1 


2 

Q 

o 


PROBLEM 
SOLVING 


NUMBERS PERCE 
MEETING STAND/i 
OF 700 


DECODING & 
WORD MEANING 


i 

O 


fii 
9 
z 
< 
2 


REFERENCE 
USAGE 


UJ 

O 
z 

UJ 
Of 

ii. 


ANALYSIS OF 
UTERATURE 


054 

£!AKLANO EUH 


99 
829 

842 


94 
94.9 


2.0 


12.1 


11.1 


6.1 


S.l 


99 
786 
785 


80 
80.8 


17.2 


21.2 


8.1 


20.2 


17.2 


19.2 


057 

ORANGE OROVE ELEH 


112 
840 
842 


111 
99*1 


0.0 


8.0 


7.1 


1.8 


3.6 


112 
829 
829 


110 
98.2 


6.3 


6*3 


2.7 


3.6 


1.8 


5.4 


058 

FARK CIRLE EL 


62 
781 
768 


54 
87*1 


3.2 


27.4 


12.9 


12.9 




62 
803 
807 


54 
87.1 


9.7 


17.7 


6.5 


11.3 


12.9 


12.9 


059 

PEPPERHILL ELEH 


141 
789 
783 


120 
85*1 


3.5 


22.0 


15.6 


2.8 


10.6 


141 

1 805 
804 


129 
91.5 


5.7 


14.2 


2.8 


10.6 


8.5 


11.3 


093 

REHOUNT ROAD ELEH 


84 
773 
762 


69 
82.1 


1.2 


33.3 


20.2 


8.3 


10.7 


84 
774 
768 


70 
83.3 


14.3 


17.9 


9.5 


15.5 


10.7 


17.9 


094 

RONALD E HCNAXR 


67 
792 
789 


CO 

88*1 


3.0 


16.4 


16.4 


7.5 


11.9 


67 

769 
769 


59 
88.1 


17.9 


16.4 


13.4 


20.9 


IX. 9 


7.5 


067 

SANDERS CLYDE ELEH 


69 
761 
753 


58 
84.1 


2.9 


42.0 


11.6 


8.7 


13.0 


69 
778 
771 


55 
79.7 


7.2 


23.2 


15.9 


5.8 


14.5 


14.5 


069 

SIHONS JAHES EL 


177 
789 
768 


150 
84.7 


3.4 


20.9 


U.3 


7.3 


9.0 


1.7 
800 
801 


148 
85.6 


14.7 


14.1 


4.0 


18.6 


16.4 


15.8 


070 

SPRIN6FIEL0 EL 


121 

831 
640 


116 
95.9 


0.8 


14.9 


5.8 


4.1 


6.6 


121 
833 
832 


119 
98.3 


2.5 


7.4 


0.0 


6.6 


5.8 


4.1 



ERIC 



COPY 1 

GRADE 2 

TEST OATCj hay 87 
TOTAL TESTED t 3593 



122 



o 



SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 

DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL 



OZSTiaCTt 17 CHARLESTOM 



COPY 1 

GRADE 2 

TEST DATE: MAY 87 
TOTAL TESTED: 5593 



MATHEMATICS 



READING 



Ik 
|< 

l( 

NAME 1 


MEAN & MEDIAN 
SCALE SCORES 


Z DC 


PERCENT NEEDING 

lilDprft/^UPNT 


^1 

3ijjO 
Jz-3 


ZiCC 


PERCENT t 
IMPROVI 


lEEDlNC 
EMENT 






NUMBER & PERCB 
MEETING STANDAI 
OF 700 


cn 
a 

lU 

O 
z 
O 

u 


cn 
z 
O 

<j 

QC 
m 
a 
O 


J- 
z 
m 
2 
m 
cc 

i 


cc 

b 

O 
m 

ID 


PROBLEM 
SOLVING 


NUMBER & PERCE 
MEETING STANDA 
OF 700 


DECODING & 
WORD MEANING 


Ui 

o 


2i 

9 
z 
< 


REFERENCE 
USAGE 


1 

UJ 

O 
z 
m 
cc 

lU 

u. 
z 


ANALYSIS OF 
UTERATURE 


064 i 

<T AMOREHS EL 1 


79 
788 
775 


66 
83.5 


2.5 


24.1 


11.4 


8.9 


17.7 


79 
816 
831 


> ^ 1 
87.3 


10.1 


10.1 


7.6 


11.4 


11.4 


6.3 


097 1 
ST JAMES SANTEE ELEH 1 


80 
770 
759 


60 

;75.0 


6.3 


40.0 


8.8 


8.8 


18.8 


80 
746 
733 


55 
68.8 


18.8 


36.3 


18.8 


20.0 


25.0 


27.5 


072 

^Tl POINT EL 1 


98 
829 
837 


91 
92.9 


2.0 


16.3 


4.1 


1.0 


12.2 


98 
828 
832 


92 
93.9 


6.1 


.9.2 


5.1 


6.1 


4.1 


6.1 


073 

fiTMJn PARIC EL 


69 

836 
843 


68 
98.6 


1.4 


14.5 


7.2 


5.8 


1.4 


69 
829 
837 


65 
94.2 


10.1 


8.7 


4.3 


5.8 


6.8 


4.3 


074 

^LLIVANS IS LAND EL 


64 
1 831 
837 


61 
95.3 


0.0 


20.3 


4.7 


4.7 


3.1 


64 
852 
858 


C3 
98.4 


0.0 


4.7 


0.0 


4.7 


3.1 


1.6 


079 

HHITESIDE MAMIE EL 


86 
810 
821 


79 
91.9 


3.5 


22.1 


7.0 


7.0 


9.3 


86 
820 
830 


78 
90^7 


8.1 


10.6 


7.0 


18.6 


7.0 


9.3 



































































































0367A3 

er|ch 
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123 



SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSI\«ENT PROGRAM 

DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL 



oxsnacTt i7 Charleston 





MATHEMATICS 


READING 




TOTAL MATH N 
MB^VN & MEDIAN 
SCALE SCORES 


to 

ZCk! 


PERCENT NEEDING 
tUPROVEMENT 


zi 

. y 


HO 

zoe 


PEI 


RCENT NEEDIN< 
IMPROVEMENT 






NAME 


UJ< 

15 


pi 

& 
O 

8 


z 

o 

i 

O 


MEASUREMENT 


i 

o 


PROBLEM 
SOLVING 


TOTAL READING 
MEAN & MEOIAI 
SCALE SCORES 


NUMBER &PERa 
MEETING STANDS 
OF 700 


OEaDDING & 
WORD MEANING 


3 

Q 


LU 

o 

z 
< 


REFERENCE 
USAGE 


z 

Ul 

u. 
z 


ANALYSIS OF 
UTERATURE 


002 

AHGEL OAK EL 


XX7 
8X9 

804 


XXX 
94.9 


X8.8 


5.x 


X4.S 


0.0 


X7.9 


117 
806 
804 


106 
90.6 


' 4.3 


10.3 


10.3 


6.8 


fi.l 


7.7 


098 

ASHLEY RIVER ELEH 


80 
867 

854 


79 
98.8 


6.5 


0.0 


8.8 


2.5 


5.8 


80 
849 
848 


79 
98.8 


1.3 


2.5 


2.5 


2.5 


1.3 


fi.O 


086 

8ERRY J «QHARO EL 


68 
729 
733 


46 
47.6 


47.1 


20.6 


55.8 


5.9 


42.6 


68 

740 
744 


51 
7fi.O 


; 29.4 


26.5 


19.1 


17.6 


25.0 


23.5 


004 

BLANEY ELEH 


48 
748 
727 


36 
75.0 


37.5 


X4.6 


5X.5 


6.5 


55.4 


48 
755 
752 


38 
79.2 


6.3 


25.0 


22.9 


12.5 


35.5 


14«6 


099 

BUIf^T ACAOEHY 


40 
884 
897 


38 
95.0 


7.5 


2.5 


fi.O 


5.0 


XO.O 


40 
877 
879 


40 
100.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


089 

BURNS EDHUND A ELEH 


XOO 
777 
772 


92 
92.0 


20.0 


5.0 


50.0 


X.O 


57.0 


100 
776 
773 


88 
88.0 


4.0 


12.0 


18.0 


14.0 


10.0 


12.0^ 


090 

CHICORA ELEH 


X24 
750 
739 


90 
72.6 


24.2 


X4.fi 


55.fi 


X.6 


50.8 


124 
773 
768 


115 
91.1 


19.4 


8.9 


9.7 


10.fi 


11.5 


7.3 


021 

CORCORAN A C ELEH 


71 
762 
753 


i9 
83.x 


X8.3 


7.0 


29.6 


4.2 


55.8 


71 
782 
784 


64 
90.1 


. 4.2 


8.5 


9.9 


2.8 


11.5 


9.9 


082 

EDHAROS JAMES B ELEH 


X2X 
857 
852 


XX5 
95.0 


X0.7 


2.5 


15.7 


0.8 


15,7 


121 
857 
854 


120 
99.2 


. 1.7 


4.1 


0.8 


4.1 


3.3 


5.8 



ERIC 



COPY 1 

GRADE 3 

TEST DATES HAY 87 
TOTAL TESTEOs 3292 
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SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 

DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL 



OISmCTt 17 CHARLESTON 





MATHEMATICS 


READING 




TOTAL MAI M N 
MEAN & MEDIAN 
SCALE SCORES 


zq: 


PERCENT NEEDING 
ikiPROUPM^NT 


TOTAL READING N 
MEAN & MEDIAN 
SCALE SCORES 


HQ 

zq: 


PERCENT I 
IMPROV/( 


4EEDINC 
EMENT 






NAME 


NUMBER & PERCE 
MEETING STANDA 
OF 700 


(0 
1- 

a 
tu 
o 
z 

8 


(0 

z 
O 

E 

tu 
a 
O 


Z 
lU 

tu 
(£ 


>- 

tB 

O 
tu 
10 


PROBLEM 
SOLVING 


NUMBER & PERCE 
MEETING STAND/! 
OF 700 


DECODING & 1 
WORD MEANING 


< 

tu 
o 


iS 

9 
< 


REFERENCE 
USAGE 


o 
z 
tu 
q: 
tu 

IL 

z 


ANALYSIS OF 
LITERATURE 


023 

EDHAROS JANE EL 


20 
777 
765 


18 
90.0 


5.0 


5.0 


30.0 


0.0 


30.0 


20 
790 
786 


20 
100.0 


0.0 


0.0 


15.0 


5.0 


S.O 


5.0 


024 

ELLINGTON EL 


70 

8d8 
837 


67 
95.7 


10.0 


2.9 


21.4 


0.0 


14.3 


70 
809 
807 


68 
97.1 


4.3 


7.1 


5.7 


4.3 


0.6 


4.3 


025 

FORD HARY EL 


37 
776 
773 


31 
83.8 


16.2 


2.7 


24.3 


0.0 


27.0 


37 
787 
779 


33 
89.2 


2.7 


8.1 


16.9 


2.7 


10.8 


5.4 


019 

FRASER ELEH 


66 
795 
781 


56 
84.8 


21.2 


6.1 


21.2 


0.0 


36.4 


66 
797 
791 


bZ 
93.9 


1.5 


3.0 


13.6 


4.5 


3.0 


4.5 


028 

FRIERSON EDITH L 


36 
806 
793 


34 
94.4 


13.9 


5.6 


27.8 


0.0 


16.7 


36 
794 
791 


34 
94.4 


6.3 


Xl.l 


11.1 


5.6 


5.6 


8.3 


092 

GOODHIN H B ELEH 


143 
822 
806 


133 
93.0 


11.9 


0.7 


14.0 


4.2 


18.9 


143 
815 
810 


137 
95.8 


4.2 


4.9 


4.2 


4.9 


7.7 


5.6 


031 

liAOnnD UTCU Fl PMPMTAOV 

nAiuSuK VAtn cLcniiniKiti 


85 
830 
837 


80 
90.9 


13.6 


4.5 


17.0 


1.1 


26.1 


88 
811 
799 


85 
96.6 


2.3 


4.5 


4.5 


^.5 


4.5 


4.5 


033 

HUGHES HINNIE ELEH 


41 

745 
741 


31 
75.6 


34.1 


17.1 


26.0 


2.4 


36.6 


41 
766 
761 


36 
07.8 


4.9 


7.3 


19.5 


17.1 


14.6 


22.0 


034 

HUNLEY PARK ELEH 


83 
829 
818 


78 
94.0 


9.6 


4.8 


16.9 


0.0 


14.£ 


83 
834 
828 


82 
98.8 


1.2 


2.4 


1.2 


0.0 


4.8 


2.4 



0367A3 

erIc^ 



COPY X 

GRADE 3 

TEST DATE: MAY 87 
TOTAL TESTED: 3292 
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SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 

DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL 



OXSTRICTt 17 CHARLESTON 





MATHEMATICS 


READING 




TOTAL MATH N 
MEAN & MEDIAN 
SCALE SCORES 


zo: 


PERCENT NEI 
IMPROVEM 


EDING 
ENT 


TOTAL READING N 
MEAN & MEDIAN 
SCALE SCORES 


zoc 


PE 


RCENT HEEDING 
MPROVEMENT 


NAMP 


NUMBER &PERCI 
MEETING STAND/9 
OF 700 


|2 
a. 
tu 
o 
z 

8 


CO 

O 

o 


MEASUREMENT 


b 

2 


PROBLEM 
SOLVING 


NUMBER & PERCE 
MEETING STANW 
OF 700 


DECODING & 
WORD MEANING 




<t 
m 

9 

z 

< 


REFERENCE 
USAGE 


tu 

Z 

tu 
q: 
tu 
ti. 
z 


ANALYSIS OF 
UTERATURE 


037 

LAOSQN EL 


83 
811 

804 


76 
91*6 


13.3 


3.6 


12.0 


1.2 


32.5 


83 
809 

804 


82 
98.8 


2.4 


4.8 




0.0 


2.4 


3.6 


% 

039 

LAmS CLEH 


90 
787 

784 


80 
•88*9 


13.3 


7.6 


17.8 


3.3 


21.1 


90 
814 
805 


89 
98.9 


4.4 


S.3 


2.2 


2.2 


4.4 


1.1 


HEHHINCER EL 


84 
803 
792 


74 
88.1 


9.5 


3.6 


25.0 


4.8 


19.0 


84 
770 
769 


73 
86.9, 


8.3 


9.5 


11. >l 


11.9 


11.9 


7.1 


044 

HIDLANO PARK EL 


49 
817 

800 


61 
88.4 


11.6 


4.3 


18.8 


1.4 


24.6 


69 
802 

797 


65 
94.2 


1.4 


10.1 


8.7 


5.8 


5.8 


7.2 


047 

HITCHELL EL 


97 
752 
743 


72 
74.2 


20.6 


11.3 


39.2 


6.2 


35.1 


97 
776 
775 


88 

90.7 


12.4 


5.2 


11.3 


7.2 


8.2 


8.2 


048 

HOORE JENNIE EL 


86 
814 
798 


71 
82.6 


17.4 


5.8 


22.1 


1.2 


29.1 


86 
794 
792 


77 
89.5 


10.5 


11.6 


8.1 


8.1 


10.5 


9.3 


051 

MT PLEASANT ACADEMY 


38 
866 
867 


36 
94.7 


10.5 


0.0 


10. S 


2.6 


5.3 


38 
823 
819 


36 
94.7 


0.0 


5.3 


13.2 


5.3 


2.6 


2.6 


053 

HURRAY LASAINE ELEH 

■ ^ : 


92 
806 
795 


85 
92.4 


16.3 


7.6 


13.0 


0.0 


22.8 


92 
799 
790 


85 
92.4 


5.4 


8.7 


10.9 


2.2 


7.6 


7.6 


054 ^ 

NORTH CHARLESTON ELEH 


53 
765 
761 


40 
75.5 


22.6 


5.7 


28.3 


15.1 


28.3 




51 
96.2 


3.8 


11.3 


5.7 


1.9 


3.8 


5.7 



O 3 



COPY 1 

GRADE 3 

TEST OATEs HAY 87 
TOTAL TESTED! 3292 



130 



SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 

DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL 



OISTRICTt 17 CHARLESTON 



03e7A3 

ERIC 





MATHEMATICS 


READING 






HQ 
Z 


PERCENT NEEDING 
lUPPnv/PUFNT 


TOTAL READING N 
MEAN & MEDIAN 
SCALE SCORES 


HO 
ZQC 


PEF 


JIPROVE 


^EEDINC 
?MfMT^ 






NAME 


TOTAL MATH N 
MEAN & MEDIAN 
SCALE SCORES 


NUMBER & PERCE 
MEETING STANDA 
OF 700 


en 

CL 
UJ 

Z 

8 


en 
z 
0 

m 
O 


UJ 

2 

UJ 

en 

!S 


tn 

2 
O 


PROBLEM 
SOLVING 


NUMBER & PERCE 
MEETING STAND/J 
OF 700 


DECODING & 
WORD MEANING 


1 

UJ 

O 


Si 

Q 

z 
5 
2 


REFERENCE 
. USAGE 


UJ 

o 
z 

UJ 

z 


ANALYSIS OF 
LITERATURE 


056 

OAKLAND ELEH 


111 

334 
820 


104 
93.7 


15.3 


1.8 


10.0 


3.6 


15.3 


111 
820 
813 


107 
96.4 


3.6 


4.5 


7.2 


6.1 


4.5 


5.4 


057 

ORANGE GROVE ELEH 


110 
834 
8S3 


99 
90.0 


14.5 


8.2 


21.8 


0.9 


18.2 


110 
829 
829 


107 
97.3 


9.1 


8.2 


2.7 


0.9 


6.4 


2.7 


058 

PARK CIRLE EL 


58 
819 
806 


54 
93.1 


13.8 


1.7 


17.2 


3.4 


22.4 


58 
814 
605 


56 
96.6 


6.9 


6.9 


3.4 


3.4 


1.7 


5.2 


059 

PEPPERHILL ELEM 


125 
788 
769 


98 
78.4 


24.0 


12.0 


29.6 


0.8 


27.2 


795 
763 


123 
97.6 


8.7 


6.3 


7.1 


6.7 


4.0 


3.2 


093 

REHOUnr ROAD ELEH 


67 
760 
749 


52 
77.6 


19.4 


19.4 


28.4 


0.0 


47.8 


67 
797 
797 


63 
94.0 


7.5 


10.4 


4.S 


4.5 


9.0 


9.0 


094 

RONALD E HCHAIR 


49 
816 
813 


46 
93.9 


20.4 


4.1 


24.5 


0.0 


22.4 


49 
788 
782 


45 
91.8 


12.2 


12.2 


10.2 


6.1 


4.1 


8.2 


067 

SANDERS CLYDE ELEH 


75 
. 738 
733 


53 
70.7 


26.7 


17.3 


32.0 


13.3 


22.7 


75 
793 
781 


72 
96.0 


16.0 


5.3 


9.3 


6.7 


4.0 


4.0 


069 

SIHONS JAHES cl 


146 
832 
837 


124 
84.9 


15.1 


6.2 


16.4 


2.7 


26.0 


146 
787 
791 


125 
85.6 


13.0 


11.0 


15.8 


13.0 


13.0 


12.3 


070 

SPRINGFIELD EL 


107 
842 
845 


100 
93.5 


8.4 


4.7 


15.0 


0.0 


21.£ 


107 
824 
820 


104 
97.2 


3.7 


2.8 


4.> 


3.7 


3.7 


7.5 



COPY 1 

GRADE 3 

TEST OATEt HAY 67 
TOTAL TESTED! 3292 
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132 



SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 

DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL 



DISTKXCTt 17 CHARLESTON 



MATHEMATICS 



NAME 


TOTAL MATH N 
MEAN & MEDIAN 
SCALE SCORES 


5S 


PERCENT NEEDING 
IMPROVEMENT 


TOTAL READING N 
MEAN & MEDiAN 
SCALE SCORES 




PE 


RCENT NEEDING 
MPROVEUENT 




NUMBER K PERa 
MEETING STAND/i 
OF 700 


(A 

& 
u 
z 

R 
u 


CO 
O 


MEASUREMENT 


>: 
o: 

tu 
3 

s 


PROBLEM 
SOLVING 


til 
CQC 

i§ 


O 

is 

% 


i 


< 

g 
z 


is 
1= 

rv 


LU 
Z 


ANALYSIS OF 
LITERATURE 


044 

ST AMDREHS EL 


04 
809 


00 
95*2 


11»9 


2*4 


19*0 


0*0 


22*6 


04 
800 

795 


03 
90.0 


1«2 


6.0 


4.0 


3«6 


2.4 


2.4 


097 

ST JAHES SANTEE ELCH 


54 
8S7 


Si 
94*4 


1.9 


$♦7 


16.7 


0.0 


24*1 


54 
791 
7H 


40 
00«9 


: 5.6 


7*4 


10.5 


3*7 


11.1 


1.9 


072 

SnLCS POINT CL 


00 
a27 
008 


70 
87*S 


10*0 


12»S 


17.5 


1*3 


10*8 


00 
010 
016 


74 
92.5 


5.0 


6.3 


5.0 


7.5 


6.3 


2.5 


073 

STONO PAMC EL 


44 
fit9 
820 


S6 
01.8 


10*2 


11*4 


11.4 


2.3 


10.2 


44 

025 
Oil 


41 
93.2 


2.3 


6.0 


6.0 


6.0 


2.3 


4.5 


074 

8UILIVANS ISLAND EL 


SO 
8S9 
869 


46 

92.0 


4*0 


0*0 


0.0 


2.0 


18.0 


SO 
042 
039 


49 
90«0 


' 4.0 


6.0 


2.0 


0*0 


2.0 


2.0 


079 

NHITE3I0E HAHIE EL 


8B 
869 
86S 


80 
94.1 


7a 


7.1 


1S.3 


2.4 


9.4 


05 
020 
010 


03 
97.6 


1.2 


2.4 


0.2 


3.5 


2.4 


2.4 


































^ 

































































READING 



COPY 1 

GRADE 3 

TEST DATE; HAY 07 
TOTAL TESTED! 3292 
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SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM copy x 

DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORJGIN SCHOOL GRADE 6 



OZSmCTt 17 CHARLESTON 



TEST OATEi HAV 87 
TOTAL TESTEOt 2938 





MATHEMATICS 


READING 




\ 


/VRITING 




NAME 


TOTAL MATH N 
MEAN & MEDIAN 
SCALE SCORES 


HO 
ft* 


PERCENT NEEDING 


TOTAL READING N 
MEAN & MEDIAN 
SCALE SCORES 


HO 

zo: 


PEF 
1 


ICENT NEEDING 
JPBnV/PUPNT 


TOTAL WRITING H 
MEAN & MEDIAN 
SCORES 


-o 
zo: 




rctt 


PROVE 


WENT 




NUMBER & PERCEf 
MEETING STANDAF 
OP 700 


LU 

u 
z 

8 


in 
z 

s 

O 


MEASUREMENT ^ 


iai — |- 
> 

b 

i 

o 


PROBLEM 
SOLVING 


NUMBER & PERCE 
MEETING STANOA 
OF 700 


DECODING & 
WORD MEANING 


HI 

tu 
o 


Si 
o 

z 

< 


REFERENCE 
1 USAGE 


LU 

o 
z 

LU 

e 

IL 
Z 


ANALYSIS OF 
LITERATURE 


NUMBERS PERC 
MEETING STAND^ 
OF 3 


HANDWRITING 


z 
< 

X 

2 


LU 

< 

O 

a: 
O 
? 


SENTENCE 
FORMATION 


COMPOSITION 


098 

ASHLEY RIVER ELEH 


850 
823 


41 
93.2 


0.0 


11.4 


13.6 


11.4 


13.6 


44 
815 
800 


42 
95.5 


6.8 


4.5 


2.3 


0.0 


6.8 


2.3 


44 
3.3 
3.2 


44 
100.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


009 

BXRNEY ALICE HIOOLE 


314 
770 
760 


256 
81.5 


13.1 


20.4 


25.2 


22.6 


18.8 


315 
776 
771 


262 
83.2 


20.6 


15.6 


10.5 


11.4 


14.6 


22.9 


314 
3.1 
3.1 


266 
84.7 


0.0 


U.l 


U.l 


8.6 


1.9 


088 

8REKTH00D INDOLE 


236 
725 
723 


166 

70 % 


17.4 


35.2 


32.2 


36.4 


23.3 


238 
767 
764 


201 
84.5 


21.4 


19.7 


10.9 


11.3 


14.3 


27.7 


236 
2.9 
2.8 


171 
72.5 


0.0 


20.8 


17.8 


17.4 


4.7 


099 

BUIST ACAOEHY 


aO 
811 
796 


Hi 

94.0 


8tO 


18.0 


8.0 


lO.C 


4.0 


50 
877 
862 


50 
100.0 


0.0 


2.0 


0.0 


2.0 


0.0 


0.0 


50 
3.7 
3.7 


50 
100.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 




080 

C E HILLIAHS HIODLE 


195 

744 
732 


145 
74.4 


14.4 


21.0 


30.3 


22.1 


26.2 


195 
768 

767 


165 
84.6 


22.1 


21.0 


12.3 


10.3 


14.4 


20.0 


195 
3.0 
2.9 


163 
83.6 


0.0 


9.7 


10.3 


6.7 


1.5 


022 

COUftTENAY HIOOIE 


163 
700 
697 


83 
50.9 


18.4 


41.1 


46.0 


49.7 


34.4 


164 
749 
734 


124 
75.6 


22.6 


22.0 


11.0 


8.5 


21.3 


37.8 


164 
2.7 
2.7 


95 
57.9 


0.0 


13.4 


28.0 


31.1 


2.4 




077 

DRAYTON HALL MIOOLE SCH 


252 
793 
782 


218 
86.5 


10.7 


17.1 


19.0 


19.4 


U.l 


251 
812 
808 


234 
93.^ 


11.2 


8.4 


4.8 


8.0 


8.0 


13.9 


251 
^.3 
3.4 


222 
88.4 


0.0 


10.4 


10.0 


7.6 


2.0 




023 

EOHAROS JANE EL 


14 
694 
678 


5 

35.7 


7.1 


50.0 


42.9 


42.9 


50.0 


14 
724 
730 


11 
78.6 


35.7 


14.3 


7.1 


7.1 


14.3 


42.9 


14 
2.8 
2.8 


10 
71.4 


0.0 


21.4 


28.6 


0.0 


0.0 




095 

rORT JOHNSON HIOOLE SCH 


137 
780 
764 


114 
83.2 


9.£ 


20.4 


16.1 


14.6 


19.0 


137 
806 
796 


128 
93.4 


13.9 


8.8 


4.4 


3.6 


7.3 


10. S 


137 
3.1 
3.1 


110 
80.3 


0.0 


15.3 


15.3 


U.9 


1.5 




















NOTE: AREAS NEEDING IMPKOVbMLNI IN WKIIINl, 



0366A3 

ERIC 
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ARE ONLY INDICATfip«»STUDENTS WHO 
DID NOT MEET THEjbTat«ARD. 



SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 

DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL 



DXSTRZCTt 17 CHARLESTON 



COPY 1 

GRADE 6 

TEST DATE I HAY S7 
TOTAL TESTED! 29M 





MATHEMATICS 


READING 


\ 


A/RITING 


• 


TOTAL MATH N 
MEAN & MEOI/Tn 
SCALE SCORES 


zcr i 


PERCENT NEEDING 

« lUPRrn/PUFNT 




HQ 
ZK 


PERCENT NEEDING 
lUPROVFMENT 


zlz 


Ui3 




PER 
IN 


CENTN 
«PROVE 


EEDING 
MfHT 




NAME 


NUWBER& PERCE 
MEETING STANOA 
OF 700 


CO 

c. 

Ui 

o 
z 

Q 
0 


CO 

z 
O 

i 

Ui 
O 


MEASUREMENT 


>• 

ts 

ID 


PROBLEM 
SOLVING 


TOTAL READING 
MEAN & MEDIAf 
SCALE SCORES 


NUMBER & PERCE 
MEETING STANDA 
OF 700 


DECODING & 
WORD MEANING 


1 

Q 


s 

9 
z 
< 


Ui 

Om 

Ui 
QC 


CI 

z 

Ui 

& 

u. 
z 


ANALYSIS OF ' 
LITERATURE 


TOTAL WRITING 
MEAN & MEOI/ 
SCORES 


NUMBER &PERC1 
MEETING STANDS 
OF 3 


HANDWRITING 


z 
< 

X 

\i 

2 


Ui 

o 

01 

i 


SENTENCE 
FORMATION 


COMPOSITION 


028 

FRXERSON EDITH L 


26 
823 


26 
inn n 


0.0 


3.8 


23.1 


0.0 


11.5 


26 

787 
787 


24 
100.0 


34.6 


IBA 


0.0 


3.8 


3.8 


7.7 


26 
3.3 
3.4 


24 
92.3 


0.0 


3.8 


7.7 




0.0 


032 

NAUr MP MIDDLE 


118 

747 


88 

Til ^ 


8.5 


27.1 




22.9 


27.1 


118 

755 
757 


95 
80.5 


30.6 


22.9 


10.2 


10.2 


16.1 


27.1 


lid 
2.9 
2.9 


78 
66.1 


0.0 


12.7 


19.5 


21.2 


2.5 


035 

JAMES ISLAND MIDDLE 


162 
764 
761 


U4 
82.7 


14. * 


25.3 


17.3 


20.4 


8.0 


163 
794 
790 


150 
92.0 


14.7 


17.8 


s.h 


2.5 


8.0 


18.4 


162 
3.1 
3.0 


147 
90.7 


0.0 


6.8 


6.8 


6.8 


0.6 


038 

UIHO HXDDLi 


200 
785 
766 


172 
86.0 


12.5 


16.5 


23.5 


14.0 


11.0 


202 
815 
803 


184 
91.1 


14.9 


7.9 


5.4 


6.9 


11.9 


14.9 


202 
3.2 
3.3 


166 
82.2 


0.0 


8.4 


12.9 


14.9 


1.0 


MORHINGSZDE MIODLE 


170 
735 
727 


109 
64.1 


24.1 


33.5 


37.6 


33.5 


22*9 


171 
768 
770 


140 
81.9 


17.5 


18.1 


12.9 


11.1 


13.5 


24.0 


171 
3.0 
2.9 


135 
78.9 


0.0 


5.3 


14.0 


14.0 


1.2 


050 

HOULTRIE MIDDLE 


169 
803 
803 


141 
83.4 


8.9 


24.3 


18.3 


16.0 


13.0 


169 
825 
824 


150 
88.8 


12.4 


11.8 


5.9 


8.9 


8.9 


11.8 


168 
3.3 
3.5 


145 
86.3 


0.0 


10.1 


11.3 


13.1 


3.0 


083 

NOWUN C TOOc.^ MIDDLE 


224 
724 
718 


147 
65.6 


17.0 


26.3 


40.6 


42.9 


22.8 


223 
755 
752 


172 
77.1 


26.0 


22.0 


12.1 


11.7 


16.1 


22.9 


224 
2.8 
2.8 


154 
68.8 


0.0 


10.7 


27.7 


24.6 


3.1 


043 

RIVERS MIDDLE q 


261 
726 
724 


176 
67.4 


19.2 


26.4 


45.6 


34.1 


27.6 


261 
729 
730 


179 
68.6 


33.7 


23.8 


19.9 


13.4 


24.5 


37.9 


258 
2.6 
2.7 


150 
50.1 


0.8 


20.2 


32.9 


26.7 


1.2 


068 

SCHROOER R 0 MIDDLE 


143 
702 
704 


80 
55.9 


17.5 


30.1 


46.9 


53.1 


32.2 


143' 

741 

739 


106 
74.1 


37.8 


23.8 


11.2 


11.2 


23.1 


29.4 


143 
2.9 
2.9 


105 
73.4 


0.0 


18.9 


22.4 


10.5 


1.4 

IS 



ARE ONLY.INDICATEO FOR STUDENTS WHO 
010 NOT MEET THE STANOARD. 



SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 

DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL 



SIsmCTt 17 CHARLESTON 



COPY 1 

GRADE 6 

TEST DATEt HAY 87 
TOTAL TESTEOl 29S8 



0386A3 

er|c 









MATHEMATICS 


READING 




\ 


/VKIIING 


• 

NAME 


TOTAL MATM N 
MEAN & MEDIAN 
SCALE SCORES 


HO 


PERCENT NEEDING 


TOTAL READING N 
MEAN & MEDIAN 
SCALE SCORES 


KO 


PEF 
1 


^CENT HEEDING 
iPRnVPMENT 


TOTAL WRITING N 
MEAN & MEDIAN 
SCORES 






\U 


PROVE 


MENT 




NUMBER & PERCEI 
MEETING STANDA! 
OF 700 


CONCEPTS 


OPERATIONS . 


MEASUREMENT ^ 


GEOMETRY - 


PROBLEM 
SOLVING 


NUMBER & PERCE 
MEETING STANDA 
1 OF 700 


DECODING & 
WORD MEANING 


DETAILS 


MAIN IDEA 


REFERENCE 
USAGE 


INFERENCE 


ANALYSIS OF 
UTERATURE 


NUMBER & PERC 
MEETING STAND 
OF 3 


HANDWRITING 


MECHANICS 


WORD USAGE 


SENTENCE 
FORMATION 


COMPOSITION 


097 

ST JAHES SANTEE EUH 


44 
720 
729 


^9 
65.9 


6.8 


29.5 


43.2 


47.7 


3X.8 


44 
753 
743 


36 
81.8 


25.0 


18.2 


11.4 


9.1 


18.2 


22.7 


45 
2.7 
2.6 


26 
57.8 


0.0 


11.' 


35.6 


33.3 


2.2 


































































































































































































































































































































































^ 


lOTE: i 


{\REASI 


^EEDlNi 


3 IMPR( 


DVEMEt 


a IN W 


RITING 
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DID NOT MEET THE STANDARD. 

140 



SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 



DISTI^ICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL 



OXSmCTt 17 OURLESTOH 



COPY 1 

GRADE 8 

TEST OATEj HAV 07 
TOTAL TESTED t 291S 



NAME 



009 

ftimCY AUCC KIDDLE 



065 

eREHTHXO HIDOLE 



080 

C E NXLLIAMS MIDDLE 



022 

COURTENAY HIOOLE 



MATHEMATICS 



HO 

I 



294 
741 



247 
7Z4 
720 



239 
737 
735 



156 
722 
722 



73.5 



140 
59.9 



165 
49.0 



104 
66.7 



43.2 



i^.6 



37.2 



31.4 



PERCENT NEEDING 
mPROVEMEHT 



SI 
3 



C 



17.3 



24.3 



18.8 



16.0 



25.2 



29.1 



34.7 



47.4 



15.6 



29.1 



32.2 



21.8 



So 

11 



92* 



24.5 



il9.7 



32.1 



READING 



o 

ii 



294 
776 
77S 



247 
754 
753 



U9 
767 
771 



157 
741 
7^7 



240 
81.6 



191 
77.3 



197 
82.4 



113 
72.0 



-I 

o 



19.0 



20.6 



18.4 



23.6 



PERCENT NEEDiNG 
IMPROVEMENT 



i 

Q 



7.5 



9 
z 

2 



19.4 



10.1 



9.6 



7.6 



24.7 



15.5 



28.7 



ui 



15.3 



21.9 



19.2 



21.0 



22.4 



28.7 



21.8 



28.7 



15.3 



WRITING 



^'5 



z 

•J (OIL 
liJZ 



292 
3.1 
3.1 



23.1 



22.6 



31.8 



247 
2.6 
2.8 



240 
3.0 
3.0 



157 
2.6 
2.6 



239 
81.8 



162 
65.6 



179 
74.6 



O 
z 



z 
< 

z 



0.0 



0.0 



0.0 



83 
52.9 



0.0 



PERCENT NEEDING 
IMPROVEMENT 



15.4 



22.7 



16.7 



20.4 



UJ 

a 

OS 



13.7 



23.9 



21.3 



37.6 



ZH 
UJ< 

i| 



8.9 



25.9 



z 
O 

E 



0.3 



o.d 



17.5 4.2 



33.8 



3.2 



077 

DRAYTON HALL HIDDLE SCH 



322 
765 
761 



257 
79.8 



34.5 



12.4 



18.0 



14.9 



22.4 



321 
801 
798 



289 
90.0 



095 

FORT JOHNSON HIDDLE SCH 



182 
767 
770 



146 
80.2 



29.1 



14.3 



30.2 



14.3 



032 

HAUT GAP KIDDLE 



163 
725 
718 



108 
66.3 



35.6 



19.6 



43.6 



20.9 



035 

JAMES ISLAND HIDDLE 



152 
767 
764 



129 

8«>9 



28.3 



7.2 



16.4 



11.2 



038 

UINO mODLE 



141 



192 
774 
767 



153 
79.7 



26.6 



8.9 



19.8 



14.1 



21.4 



182 
776 
777 



151 
83.0 



38.7 



163 
738 
735 



123 
75.5 



21.7 



153 
794 
784 



140 
91.5 



19.3 



192 
795 
795 



163 
64.9 



11.8 



4.0 



11.6 



10.0 



17.1 



10.6 



322 
3.4 
3.5 



295 
91.6 



0.0 



4.7 



6.2 



5.3 



1.2 



15.9 



6.2 



15.9 



18.7 



20.9 



23.1 



182 
3.1 
3.3 



145 
79.7 



0.0 



13.2 



18.7 



13.2 



2.2 



22.1 



6.1 



22.7 



22.1 



27.0 



28.2 



162 
2.6 
2.7 



110 
67.9 



0.0 



16.0 



24.7 



16.0 



0.6 



7.8 



7.2 



10.5 



7.2 



15.7 



11.1 



151 
3.2 
3.1 



134 
88.7 



0.0 



8.6 



10.6 



6.6 



0.0 



12.5 



6.3 



16.1 



15.1 



24.0 



11.5 



190 
3«3 
3.4 



165 
66.6 



0.0 



7. 



10.5 



11.1 



0*5 



ERIC 



NOTE: AREAS NEEDING IMPROVEMENT IN WRITING 
ARE ONLY INDICATED FOR STUDENTS WHO 
DID NOT MEET THE STANDARD. 



SOUTH CAROLINA BASIC SKILLS ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 



DISTRICT SUMMARY BY ORIGIN SCHOOL 



DISTRICT: 17 CHARLESTON 



COf Y 1 

GRADE 8 I 

TEST DATEt MAY 87 
TOTAL TESTED I 2915 




mc 143 



NOTE: AREAS NEEDING IMPROVt^^NT IN WRITING 
ARE ONLY INDICATED FOR STUDENTS WHO 
DID NOT MEET THE STANDARD. 



144 



Item Response Suitimaries 



145 

113 



BismcT COfY 



VOU ilVtCN Hit SNBIVIDIML ITtH KSCRimONS, YOO MILL NOTf THAT TMMff M A 
NSmiLITV THAT OTMER SISTINCT ITCH TYKS HAY M f IISIILI TO ASSCtS TMi SMC 

HATUM or TW ITIH TfSTCB AND HOT IXTCHO TO TW ««S«D. fO« A 

COHPUTE LISnHB Of ALL ELI6IBUE XTEH TYWES ftm A OIVEH SO»SKILL> REFEIJ JOTHK 
SlU Mf riCUtTY CHA*I» IM THE TEACHIHO AHO USHHO OU* BASIC SKILLS CWECnVES 
HANUAU ITAT). 



SOVn CAMtSNA MAT XnEH M»NHII MMI^ 

mm X - • mnm 



aawnw hdm mums iwy; 



pAM i>mmm» the HttHPics or 
mm AT MADESt 
i> 2> s> «> a 



BELCH IS A LIST OF THE SUBStULLS TESTED AHD 
yni pmr tM MB mom BKnCHmni tKlLia AMP 



THE MmCEKT OF STUDEHTS MSfOHDIMB CORRECTLY TO EACH ITEH IS nMMNB AT 
THE sJSon oSfRSTT^S^ LEVELS. M COMTWIHB " fST"* 

KRFONHAHCE. SFECIFIC AREAS Of REUTXVE STRtH8Tt*5 AHD HEAKHESSES ON 
IDOJECTtVES CAN BE KTUtSSitU. 

tncc THE BSAP HAS DESIfiHED TO.SAHPLE BEHAVIORS FOR EACH OBJECTXVE> THE 
REPORT 0«S HOT WOWM WMPREHEHSIVE BIAOHOSnC XHFORHAnOH. THE OISTRICT.S: 
StSoOS^ PTOVIDIHO COHTll^ ASSESSttHT FOR EACH IHDIVIOOAL STUDEKT SHOUUI 
M urn iSd toStSr^S type or OIAGNOSHC IHFORHAnOH. 



Bltt* *ran RMflOHiTiPN - the stuoeht CAH recocwze 

HOROS by SIOIIT. 



1> t> s 



z, s> s 



«> S 



BBt, f HnMCTte BscnBiHS - the stuoeht cah recognize 

HORDS BY APPLYIHB PHONETIC RULES. 

DETERHINE THE HEAHIHBS OT USED XH A 

SELECTION FROH THE CONTEXT Of THE SEUCnON. 

mu trm^'M »**'"Mo - the stuoeht cah 

OEITEWaHE THE rCAIONW OF HOROS IN A SEUCHON BY 
APPLYIHB STRUCTURAL RULES. 



pyTAl M IBE> TH» ^TitflBIT CAH ACCWAT E L Y Cai>RBffMP T HI PITAILI IH I KAMHg 
lELEfilXOL 



1> «> S> «> 8 



HATNTPEA <MT% Tll> atUPBIT CAH 
lELEtlUUx 



1> t» 5 

u tf Sf 6» a 
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HXU tCSTAT ^ H*TM - THE STUDENT CAH lOEHnFY OR 
^ KNERATE A VER8ATIH 8TATEHENT OF THE HAIH IDEA 

HHEN THE HAIN IDEA IS EXPLICITLY STATED IN A 

REAOINO SEUcnON. 

Wl* BARArmAire HAIH atl - the stodent can identify 

OR 6ENERATE A PARAPHRASED STATE(«NT OF THE HAIH 
IDEA »«EH THE HAIN IDEA IS EXPUCITLY STATED IH A 
REAOINO SELECnON. 

MB. IWIffRifft HATH IPgA - THE STUDENT CA^** IDEHUFY OR 
tfNERATE AN INFERRED STATEHEHT OF THX HAIN IDEA 
MIEN THE HAIN IDEA IS NOT EXPLICIUY STATED IN A 
REAOINO SELECnON. 



p BWTRtt THFORHATini 



THE SUBSiULL COOES USES ON THIS REPORT. 

ppmi Blcg »S* e* iRBi rm STypPHr CAM MCATt AMD 
IH uPrrRHKg SOURCES. 

REQUESTED iHFORHAnOH. 

1. t. s. «. • lEZr nm h o* r»wNc» - the stuoeht can use a 

X, E, S. *. • UIx g;;|;;^'^SjRU TOF]« RE9UESTED INFORHAHOH. 

THffBf^ir |pf» THg tniBBiT r ut uutw mitb iHrPRPMCFS AMW A HABIM 

ftUtim CflHPARlMNI - THE »^HI^Cy.|y!^^ 
COMPARISOe BWED ON A READIHO SELECnOH. 

TMr, pwrmmmtfl cAmf ahb trPECT - THE student can 
Seduce cjuSesahd effects based on a readihb 

SELECTION. 

XH5. M^wttift gflMcuamMS - the stuoeht can drah 

CONCLtSlOtt B^ED ON A READIHO SELECnON. 

f Hf btcttho nuTCtiHiS - the stuoeht can predict 

outcomes based on a REAOINO SELECHOM. 



1> t, St «> B 
1, t. S. «> B 

1, t. S> «> 8 
1> t> S. «> 8 



ANAimt or L 

SglfCTMH. 
X> t. S. «. 8 



X> t> S> «> 8 



I, t, S, «> 8 



f lAti THg BTWBtMT CAH CRTTt l^«l<V AHAtVyg A RgABlMB 



Allx HATV^ IHmiHATIDH - THE STUOEHT CAN DETEtiHIW 
THENATURE OF THE IHFORHATION PRESENTED IH A 
REAOINO SELECnON. 

ALL. tTl" ^*'^ PtHCITS - THE STUOEHT CAH DETERHIHE 
^ THE STHUCTUML ELEU^ UHLIZED IN A REAOINO 
SELECnON. 

AI5. iWfTORICAL DEVICES - THE STUOEHT CAN DETERHINE 
THE RHETORICAL DEVICES WILIZED XN A READIHB 
SEUCnON. 147 

AU. fp mcAI. ANAITSIS - THE STUDENT CAN DETERHIHE 
SunoNSHlPS BETHEEH STRUCTURAL EUHENTS IN A 
REAOINO SELECnON. 



DISTRICTl X7 CHARLCSTOM 



lOENHFY A PICTimE HHICH REPRESENTS A 6RADE X SIGHT HORO • 
IDEMTIFY A PICTURE HHICH REPRESEKfS A BRADE X SIGHT HORO 
IDEMTIfY A PICTURE HHICH REPRESENTS A GRADE X SIGHT HORO 
IDEHnFY A NONSENSE HORO BY RECOGNIZING THE ENDING CONSONANT BLEND 
IDENTIFY A NONSENSE HORO BY RECO«ttn^» THE INIHAL CONSONANT BLEND 
XDENTIFY A NONSENSE HORO BY RECOa«ZlNG THE INITIAL CONSONANT BLENO 



X-DHl 
2-DHl 
S-DHl 

4- DH2 

5- DH2 

6- DH2 



{SIlUotHf CAM ilCCUIUTEtt COttfREHB® THE 0ETA1U IM A READIHO SEIKTIOM. 
1-OEO COMPREHEND A DETAIL FROH A SELECUOH - HHO 

COMPREHEND A DETAIL FROM A SELECTION - HON MANY 
COMPREHEND A DETAIL FROM A SELECTION - HHICH 
COMPREHEND A DETAIL FROH A SELECHOH - HHERE 
COMPREHEND A DETAIL FROM A SELECTION - HHEM 
6-DEO COMPREHEND A DETAIL FROH A SELECTION - HHAT 



2- DEO 

3- OEO 

4- DEO 

5- DEO 



WdEiHaM OETEfWIMC THE HAIM IDEA OF A WAOIMO MIECTICM. 

SELECT THE MAIN IDEA HHICH IS RESTATED FROH A SELECHON 
SELECT THE MAIN IDEA WUCH IS RESTATED FROM A SE^CTION 
SELECT THE MAIN IDEA HHICH IS PARAPHRASED FROM A SELECTION 



X-MIX 
2-MIX 



J-HI2 



4^112 SELECT THE MAIN IDEA WIICH IS PARAPHRASED FR2M A SELECUOH 
5-HI5 SELECT THE MAIN IDEA HHICH MUST BE INFERRED FROM A SELECTION 



4-HI5 



SELECT THE MAIN IDEA HHICH MUST BF. INFERRED FROH A SELECHON 
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..TcTfirrr STATE DISTRICT-STATE 

DISTRICT 5 1 Alt y RIGHT 

Z RIGHT 5C WGHT ^^^^ ^ 



96.x 
97.4 

89»t •••^ 

96.0 96-5 

79.8 79.0 



8X.7 C^X 

76.8 79.4 

7X.5 74.x 

7X.4 76.4 

64.8 67.0 

60.6 65.4 



90.B 9X.5 

8X.9 ®5*7 

84.x «5.2 

87.7 69.7 

74.3 77.4 



- .X 

♦ .8 
A 1.0 

- .3 

- .X 

♦ .8 



2.4 
2.6 
2.8 
5.0 
2.2 
4.8 



X.O 
X.8 
X.9 
X.X 
2.0 
5.x 
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DATEi HAY 07 
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r 

j^SfflS iStI /!» WXUa •ESXIIB IMf^ 

mCX «UCT TW KST MFERENCE SOUR« P«l A SPECIFIED WRPOSK - TABIE OT COHTEHI* 

t 

USE A ItEFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIPIEO INFORHAnON - MClURE DlCnOHARY 
5-4tte USE A REFEREHCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED INFORHAHOM - TASLE OF C0HTEMT8 

4- RE« USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED INFORHAHON - TABLE OF COHIOTS 

5- RE2 USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED INFORMATIGH - TABLE OF CONTENTS 

4^^E^ use a reference source to locate specified inforhahoh - table of contents 



DISTRICT 
X RIOHT 



78*1 
09.6 
90*2 
69.1 
92.3 
91.6 



STATE 

z Riemr 



61*6 
90.2 
91.1 
91.0 
93.7 
93.4 



DISTRICT-STATE 
DIFF X RIGHT 



3.7 

9 
9 
4 

6 



- 1 

- 1 

- 1 



n^»llT%N HAXe VAU» ZNFBtBKE) ADWT A MEADStt SELECTIOH. 



1- INl KAKE A COHPARISQN BASED ON INFORHAHON IN A SEUCHCN j 

2- 1H2 lOEMnFY THE CAUSE FOR AN EVENT DESCRIBED IN A SELIICnOH 

3- IH3 ORAM AN APPROPRIATE CONCLUSION BASED ON INFORHAHON IN A SELECHON 

4- IN$ ORAM AN APPROPRIATE CONCLUSION BASED ON INFORHAHON IN A SELECHON 

5- IN4 PREDICT AN OUTCOME BASED ON IHFORHATION IN A SELECHON 
4-IN^ PREDICT AN OUTCOHE BASED ON WtfORMAHON IM A SELECHON 



62.5 
79.4 

73.3 
76.3 
65.6 
75.4 



63.5 
63.4 

75.1 
76.4 
65.4 
1'7.3 



- 1.0 

- 4.0 

- 1.6 

- .1 
♦ .2 

- 1.9 



AHAWIS Of LITERATURE lALIt 

TW smeiT CM ooncAUT analyze a BEADIHB SEU^nOH. 



1-ALl 
P-ALl 

4-j;L2 



15 (f"*^' 

ft-ALS 



XDENnFY A SENTENCE IM HHICH THE NATURE OF INFORHAnOM IS MAKE-BELIEVE 
ZOCHnFY A SENTENCE IN HHICH THE NATURE OF INfORHAnOH IS MAKE-dELIEVE 
ANALYZE A SELECHON TO IDEHnFY A STRUCIUtAL ELEMENT - DESCRIPnON OF CHARACTER 
ANALYZE A SELECHON TO lOENHFV A STRUCTURAL ELEMENT - S««ARY OF THE PLOT 
ANALYZE A SELECTION TO lOEHHFY A RHETORICAL DEVICE - RHYME 
ANALYZE A SELECHON TO lOENHFY A RHETORICAL DEVICE - RHYME 



ERIC 



a INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORHANCE IS ABOVE THE STATE 
INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORNANCE IS BELOH THE STATE 



77.6 
71.7 
75.8 
71.4 
72.0 
44.2 



80.9 
74.6 
78.4 
72.1 
74.1 
«4.6 



- 3.1 

- 3.1 

- 2.4 

- .7 

- 2.1 

- 2.4 
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GRADE 02 READING 



DISTRICT 
X RIGHT 



STATE 
X RIGHT 



DATEt HAY:8Z 
PAGES X 



DISTRICT-STATE 
DXFF y. RIGHT 



IDEKHFY A OEFINITIOH OF A 8RA0I; 2 SI6HT HORD 
IDEKnFY A DEFIWnOH OF A C«AO^ 2 SIGHT MORB 
IDENHFY A NONSENSE HORO BV REC0GNI2IN8 THE CONSOHAMT DIGRAPH 
MEWnFY A NONSENSE HORO BV REC0GN12IH8 THE FINAL COHHOH HORD EHDINQ 
IDENHFY A OEFIHITIOK OF AH U.KHOHH HORD USING THE SITUATION AS A CONTEXT CLUE 
♦.0H5 MENnFV A DEFINina: AH UNKMOW HORO USING THE SITOAHON AS A CONTEXT CLUE 



1- DHX 

2- DHX 

3- DH2 



68.4 
92.9 
95.7 
99.5 
9S.X 
75.9 



88.6 
88.S 
98.5 
99.2 
90.5 
76.x 



♦ .2 

♦ 4.6 

♦ .2 

♦ .S 

♦ 2.6 
- .2 



tSIwdSt CAM ACCURATELY COWRiHB© THE BETAlW W A RttDIHO SELECTION. 

X-DEO COMPREHEND A DETAIL FROH A SELECTION - HHICH 

2- DEO COWREHEND A DETAIL FROH A SELECTION - HHERE 

3- DEO COMPREHEW A DETAIL FROM A SELECTION - HKERE 

4- OEO COHpUeHENO A DETAIL FROH A SELECTION - HHHN 

5- DEO COHPREHEND A DETAIL FROH A SELECTION - HHO 

6- DEO COMPREHEND A DETAIL FROH A SELECTION - HHAT 

irre siSoBi*cMi ceihuiiiie thi haw idea or a weadihc seiectioh. 



1- HIl 

2- MIX 

3- HI2 

4- HI2 
6-HI3 
6-HI3 



SELECT A MAIN IDEA HHICH IS RESTATED FROH A SELECnDN 
SELECT A WIN IDEA HHICH IS RESTATED FROH A SELECTION 
SELECT A MAIN IDEA HHICH IS PARAPHRASED FROH A SELECTION 
SELECT A HAIH IDEA HHICH IS PARAPHRASED FROH A SELECTION 
SELECT A HAIN IDEA HHICH MUST BE INFERRED FROH A SELECTION 
SELECT A HAIH IDEA HHICH MUST BE INFERRED FROH A SELECTION 



" I, INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORHMjCE IS ABOv£ THE STATE 
O INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERF0RI1AHCE IS BEIOH THE STATE 

ERIC ^ 



94.2 
92.4 
87.9 
89.0 
85.x 
87.2 



88.0 
80.6 
85.8 
79.3 
85.8 
64.7 



92.9 
9X.0 
86.3 
87.5 
84.2 
84.9 



87.0 
82.3 
83.2 
79.3 
82.5 
6X.4 



♦ X.3 

♦ X.4 

♦ X.6 

♦ X.5 

♦ .9 

♦ 2.3 



♦ X.O 

- x.r 

♦ 2.6 

♦ .0 

♦ 3.3 

♦ 3.3 
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SOUTH CAM)tINA B$AI^ XTPf RESPONSE SUfiARY 
ORAOE Ot REA0IN6 



OATEt HAY ar 

PAOSt t 



REFHIBICE iSAM (Mit 

m STVfiBff UCATI AND VnUZE DESIMO INfOMV^QN IM 'iHm»B^ tOWKCS. 

1-HEX S«UCT THi OEST KEFCRENCE SOURCE FOR A SPr^CIflEQ PURPOSE - TABLE OP CONTENTS 

E-REl SELECT THE REST REFERENCE SOURCE FOR A SPECIFIED PURPOSE - PICTURE DICnONARY 

3- RE2 USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED XNFORHATION * HAP 

4- REE USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED INFORHAHON - TABLE OF CONTENTS 

5- REE USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCA^^ SPECIFIED INFORHATION - TABLE OF CONTENTS 
4*R£2 USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED INFORHATION • PICTURE MCHONARY 



DISTRICT 
X RIGHT 



B6.8 
HA 
9Z.7 



STATE 
X RIGHT 



85.6 
•7.0 

9E.8 



.9ISTRICT-STAT8 
DIFF Z RIGHT 



- 

♦ 1*9 

♦ .1 

♦ 1*0 



THE STUDENT CAN HAM VAUD IHFERBICES ABOUT h READStS SELECTSM. 



I 



WNl HAKE A COIPARISQN BASED ON INFORHAHON IN A SEUCHON 

E-IHl HAKE A CCHPARISON BASED ON INFORHATION IN A SELECHON 

3- IN2 lOENHFY THE EFFECT FOR EVENT DESCRIBED IN A SELECnON 

4- IN3 DRAH AN APPROPRIATE COHCLUSICN BASED ON INFORHAHON IN A SELECTION 

5- 2N^ PREDICT AK OUTCOHC BASED ON INFORKAHOM IK A SELECHON 
4-IN4 PREDICT AN OUTCOHE BASED ON INFORHAHON IN A SELECHQII 



AHAIYSU OF UTERATURC (AL>t 

THE STUDENT CAN CRnZCAlLY ^LYZE A READING SEUfTIQN. 



154 



1-ALl 
E-ALI 

3- ALE 

4- ALE 

5- AL3 
4-AL3 



IDEHnFY A SENTENCE IN HHICH THE NATURE OF IMFoaHAnON IS HAKE-BELIEVE 
IDENTIFY A SENTENCE IN HHICH THE NATURE OF INFORHAnON IS HAKE-BELIEVE 



ANALYZE A SELECnON TO IDENTIFY A STRUCTURAL EUHENT SETHNO 
ANALYZE A SELECTION TO lOENHFY A STRUCTURAL ELEHENT - SETTING 
ANALYZE' A SELECnON TO IDEHnFY A RHETORICAL DEVICE - RHYHE 
ANALYZE A SELECTION TO IDENTIFY A RHETORICAL DEVICE RHYHE 



I 



FR ir* INDICATES AVERAGE OISTRICT PERFORHANCE IS ABOVE THE STATE 
INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORHANCE IS BELOH THE STATE 



89*6 
84*6 
83.3 
87* E 
88*0 
85.7 



60.2 
87*4 
93.7 
92*2 
81*3 
44*1 



88*4 
84«7 
82*3 
84*0 
84*2 
83*8 



84*4 
85*3 
91*9 
90.7 
82*4 
71*4 



♦ 1*0 

♦ 1*9 

♦ I«0 

♦ l«2 

♦ i*8 

♦ 1.9 



♦ 1*4 

♦ 2*1 

♦ 1*8 

♦ %*B 

- 1*3 

- B.B 
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QSUM 05, READING 



DISTRICT 
X RIGHT 



STATE 
y. RI611T 



OATEi HAY S7 
PAGES 1 i 



DISTRICT-STAT5,. 
OZFF y. RIGKTf 



^^mmm^An^ and cah wrEWtiHE the heahihw of homs. 



1- DHl 

2- DHl 
5-DH2 
A-0H2 

5- OHS 

6- DH3 



lOEHnFY A DEFIMITION OF A GRADE 5 SIGHT HORO 
IDENTIFY A O'-FIMinON OF A GRADE 5 SIGHT MORO 

XSWIFY A NONSENSE HORO BY RECOGTOZIMB THE INinAL COHSOMAMT BLEND 
IDEHnFY A NONSENSE HORO BY REC0GNI2IH6 A C0H10N HORO ENDING 
IDENTIFY A DEFINinOM OF AN HORD USINQ THE SITUAHO^l AS CONTEXT CLUE 

IDENTIFY A DEFINinOH OF AN UNKNOHM HORD USINS THE SIr•^^ON AS CONTEXT CLUE 



SSiwoSf *eAH ACCVRATEIY COHPRIHBIO THP, OET*ll» 2M A READIHO SEIECTIOH. 



1- DEO 

2- DEO 
S-DEO 

4- DEO 

5- DEO 
4-DEO 



COHPREHE|» A DETAIL FROH A SELECHOH - HHO 
COMPREHEND A DETAIL FROM A SEUCTIOH - HHAT 
COHPREHEin A DETAIL FROH A SELECTION - HHEH 
COMPREHEND A DETAIL FROM A SELECHON - HHAT 
COHPREHENO A DETAIL FROH A SELECHOM - SEQUENCE 
COHPREHEHD A DETAIL FROH A SELECTION - SEQUENCE 



WdB«t"c/« DiTOHIHE THE HAW IDEA OF A MADIHC SEtECTSOH. 



1- HIl 

2- HIl 

3- HI2 

4- HX2 

5- HI5 
4-HI3 



SELECT THE MAIN IDEA KHXCH IS RESTATED FROH A SELECnON 
SELECT THE MAIN IDEA HHICH IS RESTATED FROH A SELECHOH 
SELECT THE MAIN IDEA HHICH IS PARAPHRASED FROM A SELECHON 
SELECT THE MAIM IDEA HHICH IS PARAPHRASED FROM A SELECTION 
SELECT THE MAIN IDEA HHICH MUST BE INFERRED FROM A SELECHON 
SELECT THE MAIM IDEA HHICH MUST BE INFERRED FROM A SELECHON 



' ^ „.„ T»«TCATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMANCE IS ABOVE THE STATE 
J Z JSSISI Si SiSTRICT PEHFORHANCE IS BELOH THE STATE 

ERIC 



U.7 
98.0 



94.2 
97.5 
94.0 
94.3 
91.5 
9X.5 



91.3 
62.9 
95.9 
60.0 
90.S 
8S.8 



95.0 
67.4 
96.5 
94.7 
91.0 
96.1 



91.0 
96.2 
91.4 
92.8 
87.9 
86.9 



88.0 
81. B 
91.0 
54.5 
86.5 
84.9 
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♦ 5.7 

♦ 12.8 

♦ .2 

♦ 5.1 

♦ 5.7 

♦ 1.9 



♦ 5.2 

♦ 1.5 

♦ 2.6 

♦ 1.5 

♦ 5.6 

♦ 4.4 



♦ 5.5 

♦ 1.4 

♦ 2.9 

♦ 5.5 
4 4.2 

♦ 5.9 
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SRroeff eS mil M» irnira 0E$i^ 

l-Rei SELECT THE BEST REFERENCE SOURCE FOR A SPECIFIED JWOSE - EHCYCL^WDU 

t-REl SELECT THE BEST REFERENCE SOURCE FC3R A SPECIFIED PURPOSE - TABLE OF CONTENTS 

5-RE2 USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED INFORMATION - TABLE OF COHTEHTS 

4.REt USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED INJ^ORHAHON - CARD CATALOG 

B-RE2 USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED INfORMAHON - MAP 

6.REE USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED INFORMAHON - DICnONARY 

S!nS!oeiT%N HAKE VALU INHEREHCES ABOUT A REAOIHO SELECTION. 

1-IMl MAKE A COMPARISON BASED ON INFORMATION IN A SELECHON 

E-IN2 IDENTIFY THE EFFECT OF AN EVENT DESCRIBED IN A SELECHOM 

S-IN2 lOENHFY THE CAUSE OF AM EVENT DESCRIBED IN A SELECHON 

4- INS DRAM AN APPROPRIATE CONCLUSION BASED ON INFORMAnOH V.i A SELECHON 
B-IN5 DRAM AM APPROPRIATE CONCLUSION BASED OH IMfORMAnoH IN A SELECHON 
♦-im PREDICT AN OUTCOME BASED ON INFORMAHON IN A SELECnOM 

l-ALl lOCHnrV A SCKTEHCE IM HHICH THE NATURE Of XNFORHAnON IS KAKC-BCUfcVE 
t-Atl IDEMnFY A SCHTEMCE IM HHICH THE NATURE OF INFOWUnON IS MAKE-BELIEVE 

5- ALE ANALYZE A SELECTION TO lOENHFY A STWCTURAL ELEMENT - SUfttRY OF THE PLOT 

4- ALE ANALYZE A SELECHON TO lOENHFY A STRUCTURAL ELEMENT - OESCRIPHON THE CHARACT 

5- ALS ANALYZE A SELECHON TO SOENHFY A RHETORICAL DEVICE - SIMILE 
4-AL5 ANALYZE A SELECnOI TO IDENTIFY A RHETORICAL DEVICE - SIMILE 
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STATE 
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96.6 
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66.5 
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67.6 
84.7 
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95.3 
66.1 
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FR?r>- INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORHANCE IS A6CVE THE STATE 
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DISTRICT-STATE 
DIFF X RIGHT 



- 3.0 

♦ 1.1 
« .6 
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♦ t.9 
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♦ 1.9 

♦ 4.2 

♦ 3.6 

♦ 2.D 

♦ 3.6 

♦ 4.6 



♦ 1.2 

♦ 1.6 

♦ 2.1 

♦ 3.4 

- .4 

- 4.2 
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DISTBICT-STATE 
DIFF y. l^iOHT 



1-OHl 
Z-OHl 
S-DHS 
4-0H3 

s-tm 



lOEKTIFY A MFIMinOH OF A eWOt * SIBHT HOW> 
lOEKTIFY A MFIMinOM OF A OUIW * 8I8HT HORO 

lOEHTIFV A OEFIHinOM Of AH HO«D USIHB THi SiniAHON AS A COITBXT CLUE 

.IDEHHFY A OEFINXTIOK Of AH WWWfl H««» USIH8 THE SITUAnOM AS A COKTEXT CLUE 
lOEMTIFY A OEFIHITIOH BY APPLYIN8 A STROCIUBAL WLE - SUFFIX 
lOEHTIFY A OEFINITIOH M APPLYINB A STRUCTURAL RULE - PMFIX 



S^lwBlf *eAM ACCimAWLY COHMUEHea THE DiTAlU 3M A HEADDIO WLKTIOM. 

1- BEO COHPREHEMD t DETAIL FROM A SELECTION - WH 

2- OEO COHPREHEHO A DETAIL FROH A SELECTIOH " H» 
S-OEO COMPREHEND A DETAIL FROM A SELECTION - HMAT 
4.OEO COMPREHEND A DETAIL FROM A SELECTION - HOH 
S-DEO C0I1PREHEIIO A DETAIL FROM A SEiCCnOH - SEQUENCE 
«.0E0 COMPREHEND A DETAIL FROM A SELEtTIOJI - SEqUEHCE 

!S?»TUDDi*CAH DE«miIHE THE HAIH IMA OF A MABII» SEIECTIQH. 



1-MIZ 
t-HIZ 

3- HIZ 

4- HI5 

5- HI5 
«-MI3 



SELECT THE HAIM IDEA HHICH IS PARAPHRASED iFROH A 5ELECnOH 
SELECT THE MAIM IDEA HHICH IS PARAPHRASED FROM A SELECTION 
SELECT THE MAIM IDEA HHICH IS PARAPHRASED FROH A SELECHOH 
SELECT THE C3AIM IDEA HHICH MUST BE INFERRED FROM A SELECHOH 
SELECT THE MAIM ioEA HHICH MUST BE INFERRED FROM A SELECHOtl 
SELECT THE MAIM IDEA HHICH MUST BE INFERRED FROM A SELECHOM 



.1. 



; " » INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFomUHCE IS ABOVE THE STATE 
^ O *« INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMANCE IS BELCH THE STATE 



H.7 
89.9 
97.6 
97.0 
47.6 
70.1 



92.0 
91.5 
85.7 

90.2 
63.3 



93.5 
72.5 
55.2 
73.2 
«8.9 
70.5 



93.4 
69.4 
97*4 
94.7 
45.7 
44.6 



91.0 
88.5 
83.4 
80.7 
87.9 
81.3 



93.4 
70.7 
53.3 
75.7 
46.5 
46.8 



♦ 1.3 

♦ .3 

♦ .2 

♦ .3 

♦ 2.1 

♦ 3.3 



♦ l.C 

♦ 3.0 

♦ 2.3 

♦ 3.7 

♦ 2.3 

♦ 2.0 



♦ .1 

♦ 1.6 

♦ 1.9 

♦ 2.S 

♦ 2.4 

♦ 3.7 
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DZSTUXCTt 17 CHARLESTON 



SOUTH CAROLINA BSAP ZTEH RESI>ONSE SUMKARY 
»UU)E 04 READXNO 



NEFERQKE WA« iMit 

TW SIUOENT CAN LOCATE ANO VnLXZI DESIRES niFOMATXaH XH REFERBtCE SOUKES. 

1*RE] SELECT THE BEST REFERENCE SOURCE FOR A SPECIFIED PURI>0S5 - TELEPHONE DIRECTORY 

f-REl SELECT THE BEST REFERENCE SOURCE FOR A SPECIFIED PURPOSE - HAP 

3- REZ USE A .REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED INFORHAHON - INDEX 

4- RE2 USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED XNFORHAHON - CARD CATALOG 

5- RE2 USE A REFEREKCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED INFORMAHOM - TELEPHONE DIRECTORY 
4-RE2 USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED INFORHAnON « ENCYCLOPEDIA 

IHFEIQICE (XNis 

THE STVDEHT CAN HAKE VAUO ZNFERBICES ABOUT A REAOXW SEUCTSM. 

1*IN1 HAKE A COHPARISON BASED ON XNFOmiAnON IN A SELECHON 
* 2-IN2 IDENTIFY THE CAUSE FOR Ail EVENT DESCRIBED ZN X SELECnON 

3- IN2 IDENTIFY THE CAUSE FOR AN EVENT DESCRIBED IN A SELECHON 

4- IH3 ORAH AH APPROPRIATE CONCLUSION BASED ON INFORHAHOII IN A SELECTION 

5- IN3 DRAH AN APPROPRIATE CONCLUSION BASED ON IHFORHATION IN A SELECHON 

PREDICT AN OUTCOHE BASED ON INFORHATICN ZN A SELECHON 

ANALYSIS OF LHERAIVRE iklU 

THE STUDENT CAN CRITICAILT AHALYS A READINO SELECTION. 

1- ALl IDENTIFY A SENTENCE ZN HHICH THE NATURE OF ZHFORKAHOH ZS A FACT 

2- ALl ZDENHFY A SENTENCE ZN NHZCH THE NATURE OF ZHFORHAHON ZS AN OPINION 

3- AL2 ANALYZE A SELECHON TO ZCENHFY A STRUCTURAL ELEHENT ~ SETTZK8 - 

4- AL2 ANALYZE A SELECTZON TO ZDENnPV A STRUCTURAL ELEHENT * PLOT 
2^-AL5 ANALYZE A SELECnON TO ZDENTZFY A RHETORZCAL 0EV3CE - HETAPHOR 



6-AL3 ANALYZE A SELECTZON TO ZDENTZFY A RHETORZCAL DEVZCE * HETAPHOR 

lO^^CATES AVERAGE DZSTRZCT PERFORHANCE ZS ABOVE THE STATE 
^tNOZCATES AVERAGE DZSTRZCT PERFORHANCE ZS BELOH THE STATE 



^iSTRICT COPY 



DATES HAY 67 

PAGES 2 

DZSTRZCT STATE DZSTRZCT-STATE 

y. RZ6HT X RZ6HT DIFF 7. RIGHT 



93.1 
92.0 
93.ft 
90.3 
90.7 
91.0 



93.5 
92.x 
92.6 
89.4 
90.7 
64.0 



- .2 

- .1 

♦ 1.0 

♦ .9 

♦ .0 



♦ 7.0 



69.9 

as.i 

70.2 
7^.6 
61.2 
82.0 



47.0 
82.0 
44.1 
70.3 
40.1 
61.0 



♦ 2.9 

♦ 3.1 

♦ 4.1 

♦ 2.3 

♦ 1.1 

♦ 1.0 



67.3 
40.3 
41.1 
B1.5 
77.2 
41.4 



65.4 
57.4 
45.8 
51.5 
75.4 
43.0 



♦ 1.9 

♦ 2.7 
- 4.7 

♦ .0 

♦ 1.4 



DISTfUCr COPY 



DZ^XCTt 17 CHARLESTON 



SOUTH CAROUNA BSAP XTEH RESPONSE SUtttRY 
GRADE 08 READINO 



DISTRICT 
RIGHT 



STATE 
X RIGHT 



DATEt HAY 07 
PAGEt i 



DISTRICT-STATE 
DIFF X RIGHT 



^"l^^^^^fSffn^Sm^ 5«U» AHO CAH DEIBttfflC THE HEAH1HC5 OF »««. 



1- DHl 

2- DHl 

3- DHS 
4*DHS 
5-DH^ 
4*Dm 



lOEKHFY A DEFINITION OF A GRADE 8 SIGHT HORO 
IDENHFY A DEFINITION OF A GRADE 8 SIGHT HORO 

IDEKHFY A DEFINITION OF AN ItlCNOHN HORD USING THE SITUATION A3 A CONTEXT CLUE 
IDEHHFY A DEFINITION OF AN IMCNOHI HORD USING TU: SITUAHON AS A CONTEXT CLUE 
IDENHFY A DEFINIHON 8Y APPLYING A STRUCTURAL Si^E - PREFIX 
IDENHFY A DEFINinON 8Y APPLYING A STRUCTURAL RULE - PREFIX 



tSIwoSt 'cAH ACCWATEIY COHPREHIHD THE DETAIU IH A RfADlNO SEIECTIOH. 

l-DEO COWREHEND A DETAIL FROH A SELECHON - HON MANY 

2.DE0 COMPREHEND A DETAIL FROM A SELECHON - HHERE 

3- DEO COMPREHEND A DETAI . FROM A SELECHON - HHICH 

4- DEO COMPREHEND A DETAIL FROM A SELECHON - WAT 

5- DEO CtWJlEHENO A DETAIL FROM A SELECTION - SECJUENCE 
4-DEO COMPREHEND A DETAIL FROH A SELECHON - HHY 



91.9 
83.5 
96.1 
77.7 
89.4 
8S.5 



93.8 
93.4 
83.0 
81.8 
72.3 
84.5 



88.8 
79.9 
94.2 
73.5 
85.8 
81.4 



93.8 
92.7 
81.3 
78.9 
70.7 
81.5 



♦ 3.1 

♦ 3.4 
- .X 

♦ 4.2 

♦ 3.8 

♦ 1.9 



♦ .0 

♦ .9 

♦ 1.7 

♦ 2.9 

♦ 1.4 

♦ .^.0 



TH?$f5DBi'?JH tmmm the maw idea of a madiho MiEcnm. 



1- MI2 

2- HI2 
S-MI2 

4- MI5 

5- MI5 
4-M5 



SELECT THE miH IwcA KHICK IS PmPWUSED FROH A SELECTION 
SELECT THE MAIN lOEA W«CH IS PARAPHRASED FROM A SELECHOM 
SELECT THE HAIH IDEA MUCH IS PARAPHRASED FROH A SELECHWI 
SELECT THE HAIH IDEA HHICH MUST BE INFERRED FROM A SELECHON 
SELECT THE HAIH IDEA HHICH MUST BE INFERRED FROH A SELECHOM 
SELECT THE HAIH IDEA HHICH HUST BE INFERRED FROM A SELECTION 



«f INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMANCE IS ABOVE THE STATE 
O . xSkATES average district performance is BELCH THE STATE 



ERIC 



to 
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90.6 
84.4 
81.0 
80.2 
65.9 
44.8 



91.5 
81.4 
78.7 
78.3 
66.0 
48.1 



IBS 



- .9 

♦ 3.0 

♦ 2.3 

♦ 1.9 

.1 

- 1.3 



i DXSTAXCTt 17CHARUSTCM 



I 



SOUTH CAROLINA BSAP lUH RESPONSE SUtURY 
GRADE D8 READIH8 



DISTRICT 
y. RIGHT 



STATE 

X RiGtST 



DISTRICT COPY 

DATES NAY 67 
PAQEs 2 

DISTRICT-STATE 
DIFF X RIGHT 



1-RSl 
t*R£l 

3- RE2 

4- RE2 
5*R£2 
4*RE2 



SEUECT THE BEST REFERENCE SOURCE FOR A SP5CIF2E0 PURPOSE - TELEPHONE DIRECTORY 
SELECT THE BEST REFERENCE SOURCE FOR A SPECIFIED PURPOSE - CARD CATAtOe 
USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED INFORHATIOH - BIBUOGRAPHV 
USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED INFORHAHOH - HEHSPAPER INDEX 
USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED INFORHAHOH - BXCnONARV 
USE A REFERENCE SOURCE TO LOCATE SPECIFIED INfORHATION - ENCYCLOPEDIA 



Se^SSM MAICE VAUD XHFB«HCE5 ABOUT A READIW «liCTXOM. 



1- XNl 

2- IN2 

3- IN2 

4- IIO 

5- IN5 
«-IH« 



MAKE A COMPARISON BASED ON INFORKAnOM IH A SEUCHOH 

IDENTIFY THE CAUSE FOR AM EVENT DESCRIBED IN A StLECHOH 

lOEMTIFY THE CAUSE FOR AH EVENT DESCRIBED IH A SELECTION 

DRAH AH APPROPRIATE CONCLUSION BASED OH INFORHAHON IH A SELECT! M 

DRAH AH APPROPRIATE CONCLUSION BASED OH IHFORMATICM IH A SELECHON 

PREDICT AH OUTCOME BASED OH INFORHAHOH IH A SELECHOH 



1- ALl 

2- ALl 
3*AL2 



4-AL2 



ALS 
4*AL4 



IDEWnFY A SEHTEHCE IN NHICH THE NATURE OF INFORHAHON IS A FACT 
IDENHFY A SENTENCE IN HHICH THE NATURE OF INFORHATXON IS A FACT 
ANALYZE A SE? ECHON TO IDENTIFY A STRUCTURAL ELEHENT - CHARACTER 
ANALYZE A SELECHOM TO IDENTIFY A STRUCTURAL ELEHENT - PLOT 
ANALYZE A SELECHON TO IDENTIFY A RHETORICAL DEVICE - METAPHOR 
CRinCALLY ANALYZE THE SELECHON TO DETERHINE A CHARACTER'S POINT OF VIEH 



n.7 

92.5 
76.5 
68.6 
67.6 
77.1 



78.6 
78.S 
77.S 
69.0 
69.S 
76.6 



78.6 
74.5 
92.0 
65.8 
71.9 
70.8 



92.9 
92.2 
74.4 
82.0 
84.5 
74.0 



73.6 
77.1 
72.8 
67.7 
67.5 
77.0 



75.2 
70.3 
91.5 
66.6 
70.9 
71.7 



♦ X.8 

♦ .3 

♦ 2.1 
4 6.6 

♦ 3.1 

♦ 3.1 



♦ 5.0 

♦ 1.4 

♦ 4.5 

♦ 1.3 

♦ 1.6 
- .4 



♦ 3.4 

♦ 4.0 

♦ .5 

- 1.0 

♦ 1.0 

- .9 
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ERIC 



- INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMANCE iS ABOVE THE STATE 
1 =S «!« iSlCATES AVERAee DISTRICT PERFORMANCE IS BELCH THE STATE 



DismicT am 



THE ITEK RESPONSE SlMttRY PROWOES DESCRIPTIVE IHfOWATIOM ^Om CKEUP 
HANUALS iniK 



€MDES X • e HATteiAn^ 



OBJECnVCS CAM BE DETERHXHEO. 

^ -ISSlSoTiATiiiR THIS TYPE OF DIAGNOSTIC IHFOKiATIOM. . 



BELQH IS A LIST OF THE SUBSKILtS TESTED 

m^mi itMi W *™aiT cm APPLY HWEMCfcl 
nSTEO AT MADESt 



If 2> 3 

u z, Sf 6> a 
u Z9 Sf 6» a 

U Zf Zf 6> 8 

2, *» a 



tUL. 



THE STUOENT CAN COW. 



KUHERICAt QUAKTITY. 

ESTABLISH REUTIONSHIPS BETWEEM NUIERICAL 
EQUALinES. 

6RAPHS. 



If Zf Sf 6f d 

mmif Zf If 6» a 

If 6> 8 

3f 6> a 

to 



■ERJC 



BUj, ABffllM - THE siuoEur cam add accurately. 
DP2. jiiBIB&tUQU - THH stuoeht cam subtract 

ACCURATELY. 

BM^TTPLTCATIQH - THE STUOEMT CAM WJLTXPLY 
ACCURATELY. 

qp/y, fiBtlSlM - THE STUDEMT CAM DIVIDE ACCURATELY. 



.88 



AND THE SUBSKILL COOES USED ON THIS REPORT. 

ffl-fil V nFHf HT iHf f ^"^ HEAWftmnff CBNCiffl. 

AND SELECT THE APPROPRIATE WttTS OF HCASUREHEMT 
HITHIM A eiVEM MEASUREMENT SYSTEM. 

, ^ « l«2 ESUHAnOM - THE STUDENT CAN ESTIMATE MEASURABLE 

^ gSSmS WTHIN A eiVEN MEASUREMENT SYSTEM. 

wn IBtlie MCA< tmiHC BtVlCE* - Tl« STUOEJIT CAH READ 
1' 5 • ^^SSgnfSnON BY OSIHB A MEASURINO 

JSjcE WTHIM A OIVEM MEASUREMENT SYSTEM. 

. - ucx emtVERSiniS * H* nPtHATlDHS - THE STUOENT CAN MAKE 

5» *' » ^ SScami^lSk ^ UNITS OF MEASUREMENT 

SSST eiVEM KASOREMEMT SYSTEM AND CAN PERFORM 
SicSIaTiSb HHJCH MAY INVOLVE CONVERSIONS. 

^ . mn <CAie DRAMSI^ - THE STUDENT CAM READ, INTERPRET, 

^ KaS^SCAlE BRA.'HNSS HITHIM A GIVEN 

MEASUREMENT SYSTEM. 

j>f^ni, Y ifi P t »TuaBir C AN APPLY tg ^ BTC COHCEPTS. 

, , . 4 « CEl ICE'IIEICAIIOH - THE STUDENT CAN IDENTIFY 

1, 2, 5, 4, 8 SSL. ^ g^gmc RE PRESENTATIONS THHOUGH THE USE OF 

THEIR PROPERTIES. 

, , , ft CK COHPAMSW - THE STUDENT CAN CaVARE GEOMETRIC 

1' 2' 5 » ^ SePRESEOTAHONS THROUGH THE USE OF THEIR 

PROPERTIES. 

4 A CB APPLXCAUlBi - THE STUOENT CAN APPLY GEOMETRIC 

*' ® ^ JwCEPTOTO OETEWUNE THE PERIMETER, AREA, OR 

\ -^LUME OF GEO»«TRIC REPRESENTATIONS. 

rnminf ^rnvT H f ? '"^^ ^"""""r m ms r pro Bimi TmniviHfi m m or 

H^T"^'<ATKS. 

1, 3» «, 8 
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DISTRICT: 17 CHARtCSTOM 



SOUTH CAROLIHA BSAP ITEH RESPONSE SUtttRV 
SOWTH CWW-^JJog 01 HATHEMAnCS 



1>-CN1 

2- CNl 

3- CNZ 

4- CN3 

s-cm 
6-cm 



COUMT K»»ER OF OBJECTS PICTUREO 
COUHT NUMBER OF OBJECTS PICTURED 

lOENHFY a-DI6IT NUMBER EQUIVALENT TO MVEN HORD NAME 
0ETERHIN6 THO EQUIVALENT SETS BY HATCHINO OBJECTS 
IDENTIFY 2-DIGIT NUMBER EQUIVALENT 70 OIVEN HORD NAHE 
USE PLACE VAUie TO IDENTIFY DIGIT IN ONE'S PUCE 



"-r "rr;. = . .... . « — 

Z ^ — - """" " 

: s«.™«T - — — » 

a.mcT - ""^ •'»^"" ; " 
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1- HEl 

2- HEl 

5- MEl 
4-ME5 

6- HES 
6-HES 



RECOGNIZE THE COIN OF A GIVEN VALUE 
RECOGNIZE THE COIN OF A GIVEN VALUE 
RECOGNIZE MONTH HHICH PRECEDES A GIVEN MONTH 
READ THE CLOCK TO DETERMINE TIME TO THE HOUR 
READ THE CLOCK TO DETERMINE HME TO THE HOUR 
READ THE CLOCK TO DETERMINE HME TO THE HOUR 



DISTRICT COM 

CATEi MAY 87 
PAGES S 

«T»Tfc- .DISTRICT-STATE 
DISTRICT STWk ^j^p 

2 RIGHT «< RI®*' 



»5.t 95.7 

,5.5 »S.7 

95.1 

95.1 96.0 
95.2 

70.8 74.4 



89.6 

85.2 «S.l 

80.2 82.x 

69.0 88.8 
86.4 
82.1 



90.0 

91.7 91.5 

84.1 

96.2 

97.6" 9B'l 
85.1 
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« .1 

- .5 

- .9 
♦ X.5 



- 1.5 

♦ .Z 

♦ 1.2 



- .5 



DISTRICT COPY 



DliTRICTt 17 CHARLESTON 



SOUTH CAROLINA BSAP ITEH RESPONSE SUtttRY 
GRADE 01 MATHEMATICS 



DISTRICT 
7. RIGHT 



STATE 
V. RIGHT 



DATEt MAY 57 
PAGEt 4 



DISTRICT-STATE 
DTFF RIGHT 



1H?$8de& WW CEOMETMC COMCEH$- 



1- 6£i 

2- 6E1 

3- GEl 

4- GE2 

5- GE2 

6- GE2 



RECOGNIZE A CIRCLE 
RECOGNIZE AM OPEN CURVE 
RECOGNIZE A SQUARE 

COMPARE SIZES OF OBJECTS TO FIND SMALLEST 
COMPARE SIZES OF OBJECTS TO FIND LARGEST 
COMPARE SIZES OF OBJECTS TO FIND URGEST 



ShSITSSI PROBiBJs mmm m. «se of hathehaiiw. 

1- PSO SOLVE A PROBLEM. SUBTRACTION. HHWEHO < 10 

2- PSO SOLVE A PROBLEH. ADDITION, SIM ■ 10 

5-pSO SOLVE A PROBLEH. ADDITION WITH MONEY, SW < 10 

4-pSO SOLVE A PROBLEM! SUBTRACTION, HINUEMD < 10 

fi-pSO SOLVE A PROBLEM. ADDITION MITH HCNEY, SUM 10 

6.PS0 SOLVE A PROBLEM. SUBTRACTION, HIWENO < ID 



97.7 
62.4 
91.4 
98.^ 
89.9 
90.4 



s:.9 

92.7* 
91.4 
92.3 
94.0 
85.2 



97.9 
86.1 
93.8 
98.3 
90.8 
91.1 



95.7 
93.8 
91.7 
92.3 
94.2 
86.3 



- .2 

- 3.7 

- 2.4 
♦ .3 

- .'^ 

- .7 



- .8 

- 1.1 

- .3 
♦ .0 

- .2 

- 1.1 
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DXSTUXCT COPY 



OXSTfUCTt 17 CHARLESTON 



SOUTH CAROUMA iSAP XTIH KESPOHSC SUtfARY 
6RADC 02 HATHEHAnCS 



DATES HAY 07 
PACES 3 



CQNCEFTS (CNit 

THE SmBn CAN APPLY iMtERXCAL CONCEPTS. 

1- CNl COUNT FORHARD BY t'S 

2- CH2 IDEMnrY NUM5ER EQUIVALEMT TO 6IVEM HORO NAME > 100 

3- CN2 IDENTIFY NUKOER EQUIVALENT TO GIVEN HORO NAHE > 100 

4- CN2 IDENnFY NUMBER EQUIVALENT TO GIVEN HORO NAHE < 100 

5- CNS FIND CORRECT REUTIONSHIP BETHEEN TW NUMBERS < 10 
i-CNS INTERPRET INFORMATION IN A BAR GRAPH 



DISTRICT 
'A RIGHT 



98.1 
98.2 
97.2 
79.2 
99.2 



STATE 
y. RIGHT 



96.4 

96.1 
97.1 
95.1 
76.9 
99.2 



DISTRICT-STAH 
DIFF y. RIGHT 



♦ .3 

♦ 2.0 

♦ 1.1 

♦ 2.1 

♦ 2.3 

♦ .0 



OPERAnOlfS (OP Is 

fME $fUDEHT CAH COHPUTI ACCURATELY* 

1- OPl ADO (HORlZ.lt 2-DIGIT ♦ 1-DI6IT» HHOLE NUHBERS» NXTHGUT REGROUPING 

2- pPl ADD (VERT. U 2*DIGIT ♦ l-DIGXTt HHOLE NUMBERS, MITH REGROUPING 

3- OPl ADD (VERT. Is 3-OIOIT ♦ 3-DIGITf HHOLE NUMBERSt HITM REGROUPING 

4- OP2 SUBTRACT (VERT. Is 3-OIGIT - 2-DIGIT, HHOLE NUMBERS, NO REGROUPING 

5- 0P2 SUBTRACT (HORIZ. Is 2-DI9IT - 1-DISIT, HHOLE WWERS, NO REGROUPING 
4-OP2 SUBTRACT (VERT. Is 2-DIGIT - l-DIGITt HHOLE NUMBERSt WTH REGROUPING 



95.8 
69.1 
75.2 
9S.6 
92.9 
71.3 



94.6 
87.3 
72.5 
93.6 
91.6 
69.0 



♦ 1.2 

♦ 1.8 

♦ 2.7 

♦ a 

♦ 1.3 

♦ 2.3 



HEA5WREMEHT (HEls ^ 

m STVDEHT CAH APPLY HCASWEHEHT CttttEPTS. 

1- MEl SELECT APPROPRIATE UNIT TO MEASURE TEMPERATURE t CUSTOMARY 

2- HEl SELECT APPROPRIATE UNIT TO MEASURE HlDTHt METRIC 

3- HE3 READ PICTURED SCA^* TO DETERMINE HEIGHT OF OBJECTt CUSTOMARY 

4- ME3 READ PICTURED RULER TO DETERMINE LENGTH; CUSTOMARY 
174 fi4«3 READ PICTURED RULER TO DETERMINE UNOTHt CUSlx'VJUlY 

^ (-ME3 REAO CLOCK TO DETERMINE TIME TO HALF-HOUR 



ERIC 



INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMANCE IS ABOVE THE STATE 



78.9 
62.1 
99.3 
99.4 
98.3 
88.3 



82.0 
83.2 
99.1 
99.5 
98t2 
90.2 



1 



- 3.1 

- 1.^ 

♦ .2 

- .1 

♦ .1 

- 1.9 



oisTRICTt 17 CHARLESTOM 



SOUTH CAROLINA BSAP ITEH RESPONSE SUMMARY 
GRADE 02 MATHEMATICS 



THEStyOEHT^CAM UfVf CHIHCTMC CONCEPT*. 

1- GEl RECOGNIZE A CLOSED CURVE 

2- GEl RECOGNIZE A SQUARE 
5-GEl RECOGNIZE A CLOSED CURVE 

4- GE2 RECOGNIZE THE FIGURES MITH THE SAME SHAPC 

5- GE2 RECOGNIZE THE FIGURES HITH THE SAME SIZE AND SHAPE 

6- 6E2 RECOGNIZE THE FIGURES NITH THE SAME SIZE AND SHAPE 

iH? iwoBff CAM tmim nwoiviMc m use s? huehatics. 

1- PSO SOLVE A PROBLEHj ADDITICN. HO REfi«0UPItJ3 

2- PSO SOLVE A PROBLEM; SUBTRACTION, NO RE6R0( ^INC 
S-PSO SOLVE A PROBLEHJ ADDIHOM, BASIC FACT < IB 
4-PSO SOLVE A PROBLEHj ADDinoN, NO REGROUPING 
B-FSO SOLVE A PROOLEHJ SUBTRACTION, NO REGR0UPIH3 
6.PS0 SOLVE A PROflLEMi SUBTRACTION, NO REGROUPINO 

« IWICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMANCE IS ABOVE THE STATE 
M "-" INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMAHCE IS BELOH THE STATE 



O 1 7R 

ERIC -^^^ 

10 



DISTRICT COPY 



DATE: HAY 57 
PAGEt * 4 

DISTRICT STATE "SfS'^wSi? 

y. RIGHT y. RIGHT ^"'^ ^' 



96.9 * 

BS.9 85.5 ♦ •* 

Bl.S 8B.6 - '♦•^ 

98.5 98.7 " •* 

97.7 98.1 - * 

98.3 • 98.6 - 



97.1 97.6 - 
91.5 91.7 - •* 

96.2 96.4 - -2 
96.7 96.8 - 
92.2 91.1 ♦ 
88.9 B8.2 ♦ 
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DISTRICTS 17 CfUaUw 



SOUTH CAROtIHA BSAP ITEM RESPONSE; SUtlARY 
6RA0E 03 MATHEMATICS 



DISTRICT 
Z RISHT 



STATE 
Z RICHT 



DISTRICT COPY 

DATEl MAY 57 
PAGES S 

DISrRICT-STATE 
DXFF :C RIGHT 



0 
0 



CWCEPn <CHls 

TIC STUDEMT CM) APPLY HUHEMCAL CWCEPI3. 
1-CHl CQUHT ar.JCHARO BY 3*S 
COUKT BACtOURO BY 5*S 

5- CN2 USE SHADED FIGURE TO DETEWUNE FRACTIOMAL PART 

4-CN5 JDEMnFY A CORRECT ARITHHEHC SEMTEMCE XNVOLVINO BASIC FACTS 
S<m USE PUCE VALUE TO IDENHFY THE DIGIT IM WS PUCE 

6- ai5 EXTRACT INFORMAHOH FROM A BAR GRAPH 



OPERATIOHS (DP>s 

THE BTUDEHT CAM COMPUTE ACCWATELY. 



I 



l-OPl ADO IVERT. I: S-DIGIT ♦ S-DIGIT, HHOLE MUHBERS, HITH RESiiaUPIHS. 

' l-OPl ADD IH0RX2. 1< 2-DIGIT ♦ 2-DIGIT, HHOU HMJEBS, MITH HEGROUPIM? 

5-0P2 SUBTRACT IVERT. Il MIGIT - 8-DTSIT, HHOLE NWBCRS, WTH REGROUPING 

' <>-0P2 SUBTRACT IHORIZ.Il FRACHOMS, UKE DENOHINATORS, NO REGROUPING, NO REDUCING 

5-0P5 MUinPLY IHORIZ. I J 2-DI6IT X 1-DIGIT, HWLt HWBERS 

' «-0P4 DIVIDE IM0RI2.lt i-DIGIT BY 1-DIGlT WHBERS, NO REMAINDER 

THE STUDBiT CAN APPLY HEASUREHBff COtKEP?). 

X-MEl SELECT APPROPRIATE UttT TO MEASURE HME 

' 2-ME2 ESHMATE LENGTH OF OBJECT, CUSTOMARY 

5-MES READ MFASURIttt SCALE TO OETERMIW HEIGHT, METRIC 
' 5 DETERMINE THE VALUE OF PICTURED HONEY 

B-HE<» CONVERT UNIT OF TIME, CUSTOMARY 
CONVERT UNITS OF HONEY 
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47.5 

90.2 
B6.8 
98.4 
9S.2 
94.3 



95.7 
94.9 
79.9 
77.1 
83.0 
92.5 



92.5 
63.4 
96.8 
97.4 
87.7 
76.4 



68.4 
68.9 
86.2 
97.9 
93.7 
93.7 



94.6 
94.0 
78.5 
70.0 
79.4 
89.5 



92.5 
64.9 
96.2 
96.0 
86.6 
74.9 
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♦ . .6 

♦ 1.3 

♦ «6 

♦ .5 
- .5 

♦ .6 



♦ 1.1 

♦ .9 

♦ 1.4 

♦ 7.1 

♦ 3.6 

♦ 3.0 



♦ .0 
- 1.5 

♦ .6 

♦ 1.4 

♦ l.t 

♦ l.B 



CD ir IMDICATES AVERAGE I.I8TRICT PERFORMANCE IS ABOVE THE STATE 
clyl L m^H INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMAtlCE IS BELCH THE STATE 



DISTRICT COPY 



DISTRXCTt 17 CHARLESTON 



SOUTH CAROLirU BSAP ITEM RESPONSE SUtttRY 
GRADE 05 MATHEMATICS 



DISTRICT 
V. RIGHT 



STATE 
7. RIGHT 



0*.Te:. MAY 07 
PAGES * 4 



DISTRICT-STATE 
. DIFF V. RIGHT 



T«1lKlS^^ APPLY CEOWBTMC COHCIPT*. 



1- GEl 

2- 6E1 

3- GEX 

4- GEZ 

5- GE2 

6- GE2 



RECOGNIZE A UNE SE»«MT 
RECOGNIZE A POINT 
RECOGNIZE A RIGHT ANGLE 

USE LINE OF SYlV-iTRY TO IDENTIFY THE PART HHICH COMPLETES FIGURE 
Cai^ARE PARTS OF FIGURE TO OETEHMINE LINE OF SY»ttTRY • 
COMPARE PARTS OF FIGURE TO DETERMINE LItC OF SYJWETRY 



JiSTKl"^^ sSJl fMBlEHS IHVOirNO THE USE OF HATHEHAHCS. 



1- PSO 

2- PSO 
5-PSO 

4- PSO 

5- PSO 

6- PSO 



SOLVE A PROBLEM: ADDITION HITH REGROUPING 

SOLVE A PROBLEM: ADDITION AND SUBTRACTION HITH REGROUPINQ 

SOLVE A PROBLEM: MULTIPLICATION 

SOLVE A PROBLEM: ADDITION HITH REGROUPINQ 

SOLVE A PROBLEMS AODIHON AND SUBTRACTION HITH REGROUPINQ 

SOLVE A PROBLEM: MULTXPLICAHOH 



70.5 

84.0 
97.3 

94.9 



93.6 
64.4 
66.0 
90.1 
74.3 
64.2 



7d.9 
73. S 
7I.X 
96.7 
95.3 
95.2 



93.4 
66.9 
70.9 
90.7 
74.7 
66.x 



- .4 

♦ X8.3 

♦ X2.9 

♦ .6 

♦ .6 

♦ X.7 



♦ .2 

- 2.5 

- 2.9 

• .6 

- .4 

- X.9 



I, IWICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMANCE IS ABOVE THE STATE 
» hIm iiSlCATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMANCE IS BELOH THE STATE 



ERLC 
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DISTRICTS 17 CHARLESTON 



SOimi CAROLINA BSAP ^TEH RESPONSE SUtURY 
6RA0E 06 HATHEHAnCS 



COKEPTS (CNli 

TIE STUDENT CAH APPLY NVJIERXCAL COIiCEPn. 

KHZ iDENnnr fraction equivalent to given hixed nunser 

Z-CHZ IDENHFY DECIHAL NUMBER EQUIVALENT TO GIVEN HORO 

Z<m COHPARE FRACnONS USIN? ^ OR S 

4*CN3( COHPARE FRACnONS USINO ^ 

S<m USE PLACE VALUE TO IDENHFY DECIHAL NUHDER TO GIVEN EXPANDED FORH 

f-CN5 INTERPRET INFORMAriON IN A PICTURE GRAPH, COHPUTAnON INVOLVED 

OPERATin?S iWH 

THE STUDEHT CAN COttUTE ACCyRATELT. 

1- OPl ADD fHORIZ.)s 3 ScCIHAL ADDENDS, HITH REGROUPING 

2- OPl ADD f VERT' It Z FRACnONS, LIKE DENOH.» HITH REGROUPING AND REDUCING 

3- 0P2 SUBTRACT f VERT, h MIOLE NUI«ER-OECIHAL, HITH REGROUPING 

4- 0P2 SUBTRACT IVERT. h HIXED NUHDER? HITH REDUCING 
5*0P3 HUrnPLY (VERT.h Z DECIHALS» HITH REGROUPING 

4-'0P4 DIVIDES 3-0I6IT BY 2-OIGIT KHOLE NUHBERS* NO REHAINDER 

HEASUREHEHT (HEM 

THE STUDBIT CAN APPLY HEASUREm CDIICEPTS. 



1*HE1 
2-HE2 



5*HE4 

182.., 



HE4 
5-HE5 



SELECT APPROPRIATE UNIT TO HEAStM HEIGHT, CUSTOHARY 

ESnHATE LENGTH, CUSTOHARY 

CONVERT BETHEEN UNITS OF LENSTH, CUSTOHARY 

CONVERS" BETHEEN UNITS OF LENGTH, HETRIC, INVOLVES DECIHALS 

USE SCALE DRAHIK'G TO ESHHATE LENGTH, HCTRIC 

USE SCALE ORAHING TO ESHHATE LENGTH, HETRIC 



DISTRICT 
y. RIGHT 



62.4 
77=S 
53.6 
44.1 
49.6 
65.9 



66.4 
50.3 
65.7 
75.0 
51.4 
69.5 



77.0 
66.«t 
47.0 
47.7 
56.5 
51.S 



STATE 
X RIGHT 



77.6 
76.4 
59.1 
61.1 
52.5 
84.7 



65.7 
51.0 
66.3 
73.9 
49.9 
66.7 



78.7 
69.9 
55.4 
49.6 
56.4 
49.8 



DISTRICT COPY 

DATES HAY 87 
PAGES 3 

OISTRICT-aTATE 
OIFF y. R^GHT 



♦ 4.6 

♦ .9 

- 5.5 

- 7.0 

- 2.9 

♦ 1.2 



♦ .7 

- .7 

- .6 

♦ 1.1 

♦ 1.5 

♦ .8 



- .9 

- 3.7 

- 7.6 

- 1.9 

♦ .1 

♦ 1.5 
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OIS^RICTt 17 CHARLESTON 



SOUTH CAROLINA BSAP ITEH RESPONSE SlMttRV 
GRADE OS MATHEMATICS 



i5b«SIb?C*H mVt CEOHCTMC COHCIPTS. 

1- GEX RECOGNIZE A FIGURE WTH A CIRCUMFERENCE 

2- GEX IDEWnFY A LINE SEGMENT 
$-GEX RECOGNIZE A SPHERE 

4-GE5 DETERMINE THE PERIMETER OF A SQUARE, CUSTOMARY 

fi-GE5 DETERMINE THE AREA OF A RECTANGLE, CUSTOMARY 

6.GE5 OETERMItE THE AREA OF A S(JUARE, CUSTOMARY 

rsfSDEira sSlJe fmim m^virn the use or haihekaiiw. 

l-PSO ESnHATE A PROBLEM SOLUTION: ADDITION AND SUITRACTICN, HONEY 

Z-PSO SOLVE A PROBLEM; ADDITION Al» MULTIPLICATION, MONEY 

5-PSO SOLVE A PROBLEM. ADDITION AND SIBTRACHON. MONEY 

4- pSO SOLVE A PROBLEM USING A BAR GRAPH. SUBTRACTSON 

5- pSO SOLVE A PROBLEM. ADDITION AND SIBTRACTION, MONEY 

6- PSO SOLVE A PROBLEM INVOLVING HEASUREHEW. DIVISION 

« INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORIUNCE IS ABOVE THE STATE 
I INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMANCE IS BELOH THE STATE 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



DISTRICT COPY 

PATPi MAY 57 
PAGE I 4 

^,«r«TOT STATE dist;wct-state 

DISTRICT STATE . 

y. RIGHT ^ waiT 



64.6 ^d*^ 
€2.6 

7^.1 74.1 

79.1 62.8 

33.8 44.6 

a.8 26.9 



81.6 81.0 

85.6 65.0 

77.7 75.2 
75.5 70.0 



60.9 

55.1 55.0 



♦ 6.1 

- 4.5 

♦ .0 

- 5.7 
5.8 
5.1 



♦ .6 

♦ .6 

♦ 2.5 

♦ 2.7 

78.6 ♦ 



♦ .1 



185 



DISTRiai 17 CHARLESTON 



SOUTH CAROLIMA SSAP ITCH RESPONSE SOI«ARY 
6RA0E OS HATHEHATICS 



THE STODEHT CAM APPIY CEOHETMC COUCiPTS. 

1-6E1 OETERHIHe COORDINATES OF POINT ON A GRID 

t-6El RECOGNIZE A PERPENOICUUR LINE SEGMENT IN FIGURE 

5^»^ DETERMINE THE TRIANGtE CONGRUENT TO TRIANGLE EISEODED IN FIGURE GIVEN 

*-GE2 DETERMINE TH5 CONGRUENT ANGLES USING GIVEN ANGLE t€ASURES 

5-Ge$ DETERMINE THE VOLUME OF A SOLID, METRIC ! 

«.GCS DETERMINE THE VOLUME OF A SOLID, METRIC 

TH?iS!DlS*8S $0L« PROBliMS INVOLVXtl* THE USE OF HATHEHAnW. 

l-PSO eSHMATE A PROBLEH SOLUHON USING TABLE I IWLTIPLE OPERATIONS, HONEY 

2.PS0 ESHMATE A PROBLEM SOLUHON USII» TABLEt MULHPLE OPERATIONS 

5-PSO SOLVE A PROeUHt MULTIPLE OPERATIONS 

<»-PSO SOLVE A PRCBLEMt MULHPLE OPERATIONS, TIME 

5-PSO SOLVE A PROBLEM. MULTIPLE OPERATIONS, MlXEt NUMBERS 

♦-PSO SOLVE A PROBLEM USING A CIRCLE GRAPHi WILnPLE CFERAH«6, PERCENTAGE 

N INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMANCE IS ABOVE THE STATE 
I INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMANCE IS BELOH THE STATE 
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DISTRICT COPY 

DATES MA. 67 
PAGEt 4 

DISTRICT . STATE "i?l?5^;?2? 
y. RIGHT y. RIGHT MFF ^' 



72.1 • «7.7 ♦ 

M.t 57.6 - 

87.9 eS.2 " 

3».S 38.5 ♦ 

M.7 fft.S - 

58.0 60.S • - 2-6 



62.8 62.7 ♦ 

23.* 2S.* " 

80.6 80.3 ♦ -2 
69.» 69.5 ♦ •* 

62.7 61.S ♦ 1* 
40.4 43.2 - 2.6 
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DISTRICT COPY 



DISTRICTS 17 CHARLESTON 



SOUTH CAROLINA D3AP ITtJf RESPO:^ SUtlARY 
GRADE OS HATHEHAncS 



DISTRICT 
y. RIGHT 



STATE 
V. RIGHT 



DATEt HAY 57 
PAGEt 3 



DISTRICT-STATi 

Dirr right 



mSTOBlfcAH AfWT HOHEMCAt COMC»T». 

1-CH2 IDEHnrY FRACnOH EQUIVALENT TO GIVEN DECIHAL 

tJOAZ IDENTIFY PERCENT EQUIVALENT TO GIVEN DECIHAL 

3- CNJ DETERMINE THE LARGEST FRACTION IN A SET, IWLIKE DENOHINATORS 
4^N4 USE PLACE VALUE TO MATCH HHOLE NUMBER TO EXPANDED EXPONENHAL FORM 
fi.^ USE PLACE VALUE TO HATCH DECIHAL TO VERBAL FORM 

4- CN5 INTERPRET INFORMATION IN A TABLE 



48.4 
35.6 
31.9 
63.9 
55.0 
66.7 



51.0 
38.1 
34.7 
66.6 
62.2 
65.0 



- 2.6 

- 2.5 

- 2.8 

- 2.7 

- 7.2 
♦ 1.7 



OPERATXiWS <OP)t 

THE STUODIT CAN COHPUTE ACCURATELY. 



lOPl 

2- 0P2 

3- 0P2 
4*OP3 

5- OP3 

6- 0P4 



ADD CHORIZ.h 3 DECIMALS, HITH REGROUPING 

SUBTRACT IVERT.lt 2 DECIHALS, HITH REGROUPING 

SUBTRACT IHORIZ.): HHOLE NO. - MIXED NO., WTH REGROUPING 

MULTIPLY IHORIZ.h MIXED NO. X MIXED NO., HITH REGROUPING 

MULHPLY IHORIZ.)$ PERCENTAGE OF GIVEN HHOLE NWBER 

DIVIDE t DECIMAL NO. BY DECIMAL IIO, 



60.6 
86.2 
57.3 
61.5 
69.1 
77.7 



68.1 
86.4 
53. S 
61.9 
70.5 
77.7 



- 7.5 

- .2 

♦ 3.8 

- .4 

- 1.4 

♦ .0 



tS^StudbIt cah'aphy measureheht coikepts. 

1^1 SELECT APPROPRIATE UNIT TO MEASURE VOLlt«, METRIC 

t-Me2 ESHMATE AREA, CUSTOtURY 

3- ME3 USE PICTURED PROTRACTOR TO DETERMINE MEASURE OF ANGLE, 90 DECREES 

4- ME3 USE PICTURED PROTRACTOR TO DETERMINE MEASURE OF ANGLE, 90 DEGREES 
5.ME4 SUBTRACT WttTS OF LENGTH, METRIC HITH CONVERSION 

6-ME5 USE SCALE DRAHINO TO ESHMATE DISTANCE, CUSTOMARY 



- INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFOWtAHCE IS ABOVE THE STATE 
O INDICATES AVERAGE DISTRICT PERFORMANCE IS BELON THE STATE 
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urn M 



60.8 
41.1 
73.9 
62.8 
32.2 
62.2 



68.4 
40.8 
77.9 
66.1 
39.5 
60.0 



- 7.6 

♦ .3 

- 4.0 

- 3.3 

- 7.3 

♦ 2.2 



